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* Occhetto’s Opening Speech at 19th PCI 
Congress 


90ES0627A Milan L’UNITA in Italian 
8 Mar 90 pp 23-26 


{Speech by Achille Occhetto, of the Italian 
Communist Party [PCI], at the opening of the 19th PCI 
Congress in Bologna on 7 Mar 90: 


Constituent Phase of a New Political Formation™] 
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[Text] 
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i 
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North and South in the World 
Women and Men Comrades, Friends, 
We have behind us an unforgettable 1989, a year that 
ended with the sight of a world profoundly The 


never before seen, but also at great possibilities both in 
the West and in the East and in the entire world. What is 
essential is to see rightly and to hold firmly that what is 


that is not going to stop in the East but is destined to 
infect the sentiments and the peoples of 
the planet. And this ts the strei ‘ and the possible basis 


which the military factor ought continually to have less 
weight. 


The very great and very rapid transformation of the 
international situation changes the conditions, the con- 
text within which institutional and political organiza- 
tions—all organizations, not just the PCI [Italian Com- 
munist Party], both at the international and the domestic 
levels—have been operating up to the present. It makes 
it necessary for everybody to reconsider and to change. 
The left throughout the world, ta is many forms and 
motivations, has to face decisive changes and will be 
forced to reorganize. The terms of theoretical, social, and 
political conflict are changing on a planctary scale. 


This conflict has been conditioned by the one between 
the two opposing blocs to the point of being identified 
with them, and all this has frozen and distorted the 
struggle for socialism in both the East and the West. 
There is no doubt that the European left has been heavily 
conditioned, and that the American left has had no 
opportunity to develop because the struggle between lefi 
and right in the postwar period was identified with the 
clash between two blocs, between two camps—the so- 
cailed communist one and the capitalist one. 


Ultimately, the external clash ended up as a function of 
an internal containment of the left and a freezing of any 
possibility of a qualitative transformation of the pre- 
vailing social and economic model. All that was, of 
course, true in the East as well, so much so that the 
Stalinist ideas provided for the maintenance, under state 
control, of a social and economic model removed from 
any kind of control and clective decision on the part of 
workers and citizens. 


The possibility today of there being true peaceful world 
relations raises fundamental questions about this situa- 
tion. We can to some degree see a path, which we must 
explore with courage, toward a truly worldwide 
economy, one that implies and will accelerate the decline 
of the nation-state and that, by making obsolete the 
itentification of defense of a social model with defense 
of a “model of civilization,” will make new processes of 
qualitative change possible in existing societies and offer 
unimagined opportunities for progress in the emancipa- 
tion of peoples. The thesis that holds that what is 
happening today is a victory of capitalism over socialism 
is therefore without foundation. We have said, and we 
say it clearly, that “real socialism” produced sufferings 
that were not less than the ones against which it rose up, 
and that it therefore betrayed the cause of human liber- 
ation. But, while an entire cycle of the struggle for 
socialism has come to its conclusion, the questions and 
problems that gave rise to that movenvent have not 
ceased to be current problems, dramatica*iy current, as 
Norberto Bobbio warns us. And for these problems the 
West has no ready solutions. 


However, no period of history can be read like a blank 
page without meaning. Even attempts that fail tragically 
carry within themselves an internal truth that ought not 
to be lost and that has, in any event, enriched the course 
of the history of humanity. The question today, there- 
fore, is that of knowing how to respond to old needs and 
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new problems. Millions of men who live in the world’s 
South are suffering from underdevelopment and hunger. 
The increase in racist attitudes in the cities of the 
industrialized West is a worrisome reflection of this 
tragic reality. 


Destructive and irrational production and consumption 
systems are threatening to kill planetary ecological bal- 
ance. In the heari of the developed world, instances of 
desperation (which leads to an ever greater use of drugs), 
sickness, alienation, and violence are multiplying. That 
is why the goal of and the struggle for a more just world 
of free and equal persons are not losing enthusiasm and 
vigor. Today national interest and class conflict must be 
put into the framework of a politics that gives primacy to 
the subject of the survival of mankind. The urgency of 
this question in its multiple aspects and the logic of 
interdependency drive us to pursue the possibility of 
cooperation between the various nations with the 
greatest determination, to the point of drafting real 
forms of world government. This was Gorbachev's great 
idea, one that has developed into extraordinary political 
initiatives. 


All this certainly does not mean the abandonment of 
Struggle or of socialist values, it means, on the contrary, 
that they must be made historcally concrete and given a 
new universal dimension. To say that the struggle for 
socialism does not mean passing into a defined and 
elaborated system but rather that it presents itself as a 
process of qualitative change in the existing develop- 
ment models docs not indicate that it 1s making itself like 
them, but that it 1s defining the coordinates of a new kind 
of criticism and making immediately concrete and effi- 
cacious the basic values it 1s fighting for. It is essential 
today to understand that the meaning of socialism has its 
own historicity, just as capitalism has its own 


Our task, then, ts not to make a sort of retreat in light of 
the difficulties but, on the contrary, to express a renewed 
critical understanding and concrete analysis of caprtal- 
istic societies in the contest of international relations 
that are ever more circumscribed by interdependence. 
Completely new, from this point of view, is the new 
interdependence between West and East. The develop- 
ments now taking place and those to come in the East 
will surely influence in a decisive way political develop- 
ments in the West and in Western Europe in the first 
place, and vice versa. What has presenied itself up to 
now as a problem of relations with the socialist camp 
presents itself today as the “question of the East,” as a 
question that returns to interact in a more direct and 
internal way with the history of Europe. This consider- 
ation brings us to make even more definitive and blunt 
our criticism of the way in which the socialist capernence 
was conducted in the countrnes of the East. In effect, they 
let questions inherited from the end of World War I 
accumulate and worsen so that today they are making it 
possible for rightist positions to emerge, which can 
influence the whole European situation in an unfortu- 
nate way. 
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Thus ts the most dramatic failure of Stalinist socialism, 
its greatest historical fault. Those regimes, in fact, 
although in differing ways that will require separate 
historical analyses, kept ancient evils in suspended ani- 
mation without curing them. In some cases they shifted 
the public spirit of a country over which they exercised 
dominion to the mght. And so, today, alongside the 
blessed impetus toward freedom and democratization, 
which we must all support, act.vities and viewpoints of a 
reactionary kind and signs of cxaggcrated nationalism 
and even of anti-Semitism are coming to the surface, 
ideas about a noble past are reemerging, and calls for 
barbarous customs such as the death penalty are not 
lacking. 


Faced with what is going on and with the possible 
dangers, condemnation of the regimes that have been 
swept off the world scene is certainly not sufficient. And 
we, for our part, have certainly not limited ourselves to 
this in recent months, having, on the contrary, worked to 
further the search for new ways of democratic develop- 
ment. Bul now more needs to be done—to intervene 
actively, in the first place, through a reorganization of 
the whole European left. Here we find the basic rationale 
for a new beginning. Not merely out of the necessity for 
a further separation with respect to the regimes of the 
East, a thing that has been in effect for a long time. The 
problem 1s evident. It 1s necessary to oppose the emer- 
gence of mghtist and conservative positions that might 
have repercussions, not calculable today, on the entire 
European and world political situation. It 1s necessary to 
act in such a way that the tumultuous developments now 
taking place may find solid channels of democratic 
evolution. 


Careful analysis of the dynam«cs involved tells us that 
aid and cooperation policies are not sufficient for that 
purpose, although they are extremely important. What 
are needed are original ideas and initiatives of an inter- 
national political character that include speeding up 
disarmament policies, making military blocs obsolete, 
European unity. (ve democratization and opening up of 
the Community, and German unification. All of this 
implies a capability for general response on the part of 
the European left and, hence, also a redefinition of our 
role within it. A profound interconnection cxists among 
the future of the left, European organization, and a new 
world order. 


The left is called upon to give a quick response to the 
complex and even dramatic penod of transition Europe 
is destined to caperience. From this deri es the need for 
us to perform, without limiting ourselves to the fostering 
of domestic visions about our special character, an active 
role in the European lefi—today in our reiations with, 
and tomorrow within, the Socialist International. It 1s in 
this context in reality that poi:tical decisions of historic 
proportions are going to be made, decisions for which 
the contribution of our experience, our studies, and our 
ideas will be necessary. But it is also necessary that this 
contribution have concrete influence: Democracy will 
not put down solid roots in the Fast without a sirong 
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revival of reform policies in Europe and without a strong 
capability for initiative and consolidation on the part of 
the progressive and left forces of the whole continent. 


Frora this comes the need to establish the foundations 
for a new internationalism. And it ts in this framework 
that our theoretical and political relocation becomes 
necessary. Our special character, a valuable and vital 
possession, is not sufficient to put us in the position of 
being a pole around which a new European left might be 
constructed. On the contrary, were our special character 
to run the msk of isolation, it would inevitably be 
destined to become sterile. Vice versa, it can continue to 
bear fruit if located on a wider plane and if it shows itself 
capable of embracing, in Italy as well, new forces and 
different progressive motivating ideas. 


It is accordingly in this spirit that we propose to join the 
Socialist International—with pride in our special char- 
acter and our independence, with the conviction that it is 
necessary on everybody's part to go beyond the cultural 
and political boundaries of our respective traditions, 
with a firm intention of cooperating in the consolidation 
and reorganization of a European left broader than it is 
today and capable of embracing the new reform forces 
that are growing and that can develop in the Europe of 
the East. An orientation of this kind will also permit us 
to influence more decisively the foreign policy of our 
country, which also has to be improved and rethought in 
light of these profoundly new developments. 


A great new force such as the one we intend to build must 
be able to express, as the PCI has shown it can, a critical 
and constructive vision relative to the prospects for 
Italian foreign policy. In this sphere it will involve 
working, in a spirit of cooperativeness with the other 
Italian and European progressive forces, to move frocn a 
policy calculated on the reality of blocs—and that was 
hence, in the conditions obtaining up to the very recent 
past, correctly aimed at the thawing and relaxation of 
relations between them—to a policy capable today of 
being in harmony with the dynamic penod that has 
opened up and that 1s capable of enlarging its horizons to 
the new European dimensions and the new world prob- 
lems. This in the knowledge that the new problems and 
the new European dimension are going to face everyone 
with more distinct alternatives in international politics 
between conservative options and forces and prog’ essive 
options and forces. One may see how true this is by 
considering what is today the crucial question of Euro- 
pean politics, the German question. 


Our change began with that because from that came the 
signal that an epoch of history, one established on 
bipolarism and the division of Ex:rope, was in its twilight 
and that we were on the threshold of a new common 
beginning. We said this immediately. Just as immedi- 
ately, from the time of my report to the Directorate, we 
very clearly set forth—after stating that “it was necessary 
to take into consideration the prospect of German uni- 
fication”—two theses: that the post-Yalta problems 


could not be addressed without beginning with recogni- 
ton of the night to self-determination of peoples, starting 
with the German people, and that the German question 
could noi be resolved positively unless it were within the 
framework of a European process of integration. These 
are two theses that we confirm and that we consider of 
extreme importance with regard to a discussion under 
way that «> wide open and where there are opposing sides 
that differ markedly even among themselves. 


We agree with what Lafontaine said recently: “Given 
that Germany ts part of Europe, whoever is in favor of 
European union is automatically in favor of German 
unity. This phrase cannot be turned around, and this its 
the ambiguity the conservatives have run up against.” A 
dangerous amiviguity into which the chancellor of Fed- 
eral Germany, Mr. Helmut Kohl, always seems to fall. It 
is therefore necessary to plan German unity in the 
framework of European unity. The two unification 
movements, the German and the European, are and 
must remain closely connected and interdependent. 


We therefore consider two elements decisive: 


1) Linkage of the German question to a speeding up of 
the process of cconomic-monctary integration and, 
above all, of political union and democratizaticn of the 
European Community. 2) A close connecion between 
German unification and the process of broad European 
unity, following the high road mapped out by the first 
Helsinki Conference, until it places Germany in tts 
entirety within a single common security system for 
Europe to be defined in the Helsinki II conference during 
1990. 


The effort must be that of making the nght of peoples to 
self-determination—and thus of the German people, 
too—coincide with the nght of all countrnes to security. 
And this imphes an immediate and clear-cul recognition 
of the Polish borders and of the inalterability of bor- 
ders—and with the process of making blocs obsolete, in 
light of a European order of peace and security. 


This is a prospect that places us beyond the idea of a 
neutral Germany, an idea that presupposes the perma- 
nence of blocs, is still tied to the preeminence of the old 
nation-state, end risks breaking the relationship between 
German un*ty and European unity and detween the 
process 0: demilitarization of Germany and the process 
of demilitarization of Europe. This ts a prospect that, 
likewise—and on this also we are in agreement with 
Lafontaine—“makes it anachronistic to ask for a united 
Germany in NATO.” This latter option, one that 
without a profounc change in the alliances would in 
effet be a pure and simple extension of NATO to East 
Germany and thus unilaterally alier the balances. would 
risk strengthening all the moderate and conservative 
tendencies, in the East as well 2s in the West, and could 
seriously damage the reform movement in the USSR and 
feed nationalist developments and movements toward 
fragmentation in Eastern Europe 
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This involves thinking in new terms that ere at the level 
of the developments under way: in terms of disarma- 
ment, of obsolescence of blocs, and of European unity. In 
this framework, an idea suggested some time ago by 
Mitterand may be significant and realistic, the idea of 
aiming at a confederation that would unite all of Europe 
in a permanent organization of peace and cooperation, 
and hence work toward a progressive opening of the EEC 
toward the East as well as toward the West, having as a 
goal the building of a common European home and the 
United States of Europe. 


The fundamental task of all European reform forces 
today 1s therefore that of defining common positions and 
building a sturdy European left movement. This is a task 
that, if carried out well, may be followed by success of 
the forces of the left in the coming elections in the GDR 
and help to obtain victory for the SPD [Social Demo- 
cratic Party of Germany (FRG)] in the election for the 
Bundestag, two successes that we all strongly hope for. It 
1s essential, therefore, as | was saying, to work in accor- 
cance with this so that political activity may begin 
immediately to move beyond the old system of blocs. 


That means thinking of a new world multipolar equilib- 
rium in which Europe will have a new role of coopera- 
tion and peace. Only such a multipolar equilibrium can 
be the political foundation for that world government we 
spoke about before at the 18th Congress, and that is the 
definitive goal in the epoch of interdependence. Only in 
a framework of world government based on multipo- 
larism and excluding all hegemonisms will it be possible 
to have international balances that tend to resolve rather 
than aggravate the North-South question, and to furnish 
peaceful solutions rather than those of a military kind for 
the problems and conflicts associated with it. 


The solution that is in prospect for South Africa goes in 
this direction following the liberation, finally, of Nelson 
Mandela, which we greet with enthusiasm and hope as a 
victory of all the forces of peace and progress. The 
process under way in Nicaragua must go in this direc- 
tion—that is, without any threats of force, in full respect 
of the people's decision and national sovereignty, and i 

the process of democratization set in motion by Oriega, 
to whom goes our salute and solidarity for the courage 
and loystty with which he has been able to fight for 
revolutionary struggle and liberation and for democratic 
competition. From this same viewpoint we must face the 
Middle Eastern question, which, in the course of the 
years, has produced in concentric circles an ever wider 
and more dangerous belt of instability. Here again the 
rights of the Palestinian people and their principal 
political and national organization, the PLO, must be 
recognized because the right to self-determination for all 
peoples must prevail. All the cooperative efforts of 
Europe toward the nations of the area must be devel- 
oped, and it would be advisable to repropose the idea of 
international conferences, politically well prepared, able 
to deal in today's new conditions with the totality of the 
problems of the Middle East, while guarantecing the 
security of every nation, including Israel. This has been 
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and remains our position, which does not attenuate and 
has never attenuated the severe judgments of our party 
and of many other Italian and European forces on the 
policy and the behavior of the Isracli Government. 


Everything | have said can be the beginning of a program 
to be discussed and agreed upon together with the other 
forces of the European left. In this perspective, the 
decisive test is that of speeding up disarmament policies, 
an essential factor in defining 2 new balanced European 
and world order. The speeding up of disarmament is 
necessary today not only to prevent an atomic catas- 


aggravated by the growing burden of debt, drugs, under- 
development, and defense of the environment. 


armaments. We are not unaware of the problems and 
costs of the reconversion of “war” industries to “peace” 
industries, but, if we consider that in 1985 “world 
military expenses reached a total of about $940 billion, a 
little more than the total earnings of the poorer half of 
the planet,” as the historian Paul Kennedy reminds us, 
sch ¢ punts Goan cally Goan Ghani We believe 
chat the European Community can and must take this 
upon itself, and that the Italian Government and the 
Socialist International, each within its own province, can 
propose and promote it. 


It is possible to mobilize an impressive amount of 
resources that could be used to initiate a truly new 
economic and political order on a world scale. For this 
purpose a new front must enter the field and grow, a 
great new pacifist movement, a renewed mass movement 
that will connect the disarmament goal with the solution 
of the great global problems, thus making its own addi- 
tional contri’ ation to the struggle for creation of a world 
government. ;he principle of war being the continuation 
of politics by other means now belongs to the past. 
Nonviolence is therefore the guiding principle of the new 
internationalism, the supreme criterion for a new world 
order. 


A broad and vigorous effort is therefore needed to 
combine diplomatic negotiations, action by political 
forces, and the contribution of peoples, movements, and 
individuals in favor of a policy of disarmamer' and its 
acceleration. Going beyond the cold war also means 
endorsing an atmosphere of peace that implies going 
beyond the doctine of deterrrence The obsolescence of 
deterrence can also be furthered by unilateral acts 
capable of assisting and stimulating the necessary polit- 
ical and diplomatic activities. We must all be aware that 


FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 














what happened in 1989 puts questions of international 
politics in their totality in a new perspective. 


The international dynamics given their impetus by the 
decisions of Gorbachev, which have overturned all of the 
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objective facts are enough to ask NATO for revision of 
its own theornes.” And that is ali the more necessary in 
light of the fact that it would be dangerous, and a source 
of senous instability, if there were a divergence between 
the accelerated developments in the political situation in 
the East and in the entire continent and the continuation 
of old arrangements in the field of security and military 
Organizations. It is critical, if we do not want the present 
situation of political dynamism to reach negative and 
regressive results in the end, that it be political decisions 
and not military force considerations that will draw the 
outlines of the new Europe. This involves a profound 
change in ideas on security and defense. 

An awareness of this is coming to maturity in the 
European left, and we must contribute to its further 
maturing. This in the knowledge that what good is 

is, to 


means. This consideration must bring us to several 
decisions that are of an immediate character. 


Project that would have provisions of control and of trust 


In this framework it is more than time for a qualitative 
leap in international decisions Concerning arms sales and 
the reconversion of the war industry. As far as the 
subject of disarmament in Italy is concerned, the posi- 
tions we took, especially on the F-16, are clear. In that 
connection, | think we ought to adopt the unitary plat- 
form of the Calabrian pacifist movement, with whom | 

ecently had an important and serous mecting on the 
cocnsion of ene of the qpeatent Gomensteations of pecole 
for peace and disarmament and against installation of 
the F-16's that was ever seen im Calabria. 


At Crotone I said, “We ask the Italian Government for 

an appropriate action in international forums to avoid 
installation of the F-16's. We ask that, in the mean- 
time—and 1 '—the construction program for 
the base be suspended. We ask the government for an 
independer* action. That it act, if necessary, unilater- 
ally.” This means that we propose that, to begin with, 
Italy suspend construction of the Crotone base and, at 
the same time ,the Italian Government declare that that 
decision is politically insupportable and that it will work 
for a solution—at the negotiating table in Vienna—that 
will lead to abandonment of the decision. Should the 
negotiations in Vienna not conclude that there be a 
reduction in that kind of aircraft, Italy must in any event 
obtain from NATO its objective of not having the F-16's 
deployed at Torrejon transferred to this country. On this 
subject disagreements have been cxpressed in our 
internal debate that do not flow from the discussion 
about the new political formation but arise within our 
party because of what it is today. This involves disagree- 
ments that, in my opinion, are the resuit of ambiguities 
and pressures that can be casily overcome. 


What matters is our struggle on all fronts—of the masses, 
of unilateral action, of international negotiations— 
against installation of the F-16's in Italy. We believe 
indeed that this decision is important for making Italy 
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and Europe take a peace role in the area of the Mediter- 
ranean. It 1s necessary in general but, above all, regarding 


this area, to promote renegotiation of a general agree- 
ment on NATO and Amencan bases in Italy and to put 


base at La Maddalena, in particular, we propose negoti- 
ations to end the agreement, and this proposal must be 
backed ae public Gpimon and mass movements. 
Making the Mediterranean a sea of peace must be our 
pnority commitment. In addition, action must be taken 
to set forth a new strategy and a new defense model for 
this country, and, consequently, a reorganization of the 
armed forces. 


All of this can and must lead to a substantial cut in arms 
expenditures and a reduction of use conscription penod 
to six months, together with a strengthening of civilian 


The year 1989 was therefore one of extraordinary new 
facts on the world scene and of the birth of new and great 
hopes. In Italy, however, with the Andreotti government, 
it was a year characterized by an ever more suffocating 
blockage of the political system. Because of that, we say 
that a new domestic beginning must match the new 
international beginning. Our thinking, ou. activity, is 
concentrated on this goal. The intellectual, cultural. and 
political strength of Italian Communists derives from 
that capability for national analysis that our great 
teacher Antonio Cromsci taught us to practice. Thanks 
to that lesson. we have been able to interpre Itahan 
socit.y im its progressive changes and identify the 
guiding principles of the “Italian revolution.” We have 
carned on this activity during all these years within a 
given international frame of reference that was charac- 
tenzed by diametrncal opposition between East and West 
and by the solid reality of the nat on-state. Today, 
however, it is just these fundamental facts that are 
changing for all of us. Today our “capability for national 
analysis” must develop in the broader scenario of a 
“European analysis.” And it is with this broader scenano 
clearly in mind that we must create the conditions for an 
alternative government in this country, in a society 
much more complex and much more integrated with 
Europe. 


While a ceriain concept of power, of the single party, and 
of the state has crumbled in the East, and while in the 
USSR Gorbachev himself is, through a decision of 
extraordinary importance, opening the road to pluralism 
by openly questioning the guiding role of the Communist 
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Party, here, too, in the West the processes of internation- 
alization of the economy. the devciopment of conglom- 
eration, the increasing importance of transnational 
enterprise and its not merely economic bul polstical and 
cultural function as well, and the tendencies toward new 
forms of dominion that derive from all of that, all this 
involves, in terms never before seen, the problem of 
power and of powers. the question of the relationship 
between economics and politics, and the relationship 
between freedom and democracy. The central question 
therefore is the one concerning the state, concerning 
institutions. The areca with which tus question is con- 
cerned is the European areca. 


It #8 on the light of these problems thai today pot a mere 
change of political category but an alternative of ruling 
classes at the leadership of the country may succeed. 
Here in Italy and in the West, a radical reform of the 
concept of power and of the state is necessary. The 
present Italian governing class 1s tied today by bonds put 
upon it by a bloc of imterests—social, economic, and 
political—that has been buslding up in this country. The 
tendencies toward making the economy a matter of 
finance, toward conglomeration, «nd toward public 
expenditure used as an instrument i) vote getting. and 
the blows struck against labor union power are one facet 
of this reality. The other is the one consisting of a 
political system without alternatives, established on a 
notous combination of government parties and their 
progressive tendency toward sdcatifying themselves with 
the state. This reality brings us to conceive of an alter- 
tative politics as a dynamnc process, one able to break up 
the power bloc and the present social balance. to relocate 
forces and elements of change, to build and enlarge a 
reform front. The choice 1s not therefore between bowing 
before the PSI [Italian Socialist Party] or thinking of a 
kind of Comraunist alternative. li it were, the discuss- 
sion about the alternative would come down—who can 
tell for how long’—to a clash between politicians, a 
political show, an imconclusive verbal tournarnent 
among leaders. 


The discussion of the alternative is made concrete when 
the relationship between social struggle and the fur- 
thering of the rights of citizenship, of institutiona! 
change, and of political prospects is made visible and 
active. We know, as is clear from what I have said up to 
this point, that theve 1s no such thing as 4 good society 
with bad politics. We say, however, that today a need is 
being felt for an Italian glasnost that would bare hidden 
and interlocking powers and give visibility and voice to 
the rights of citizens. This glasnost is called the possi- 
bility for an alternative and for decisionmaking power 
and control on the part of citizens, a new quality of 
ee re nae eee ee 
unified struggle, for a profound institutional 
This is the basic significance of a political reform and an 
electoral reform that would shift decisionmaking toward 
citizens, who must be pul into a position to choose not 
just a party, but programs and governments. In this way 
institutional and party reform becomes the concreic way 
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to deal with ihe cthecal question that is the cornerstone 
on which the ncw polsteca! formation 1s to be based. 
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A new southern policy means a 
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transportation, in telecommunications, 


energies 18 now indispensable for a great recovery oper: 
the South. 


through ta the history of faaly. ft only if we have ta 


who say that it 1s not worthwhile to leave what 1s sure 
although pevnful, for what :s uncertain, might be right. 
only 
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demands, of individual program and movement chowces. 


In this work of analysis and planning, what 1s best in the 
cultural inheritance of the PCI can help us: the concept 
that has always been ours of politics as a historncal plan. 
cnticwm understood as the ability to read the real 
situation with screntific mgor and nuanced analyses. and 
creativity m our cxapenences in the country’s local gov- 


cal components of the lefi that can enrich our planning 
vision and also put forward people who are capable of 
contributing to a work of reform and of government of 
institutions. In the course of the congress debate, 1 was 
asked by many comrades (and in partrcular by Comrad. 
Ingrao) what politecal organization we intend to foster 
and with whom we intend to build 1. In this conr ctron 
1 would like first of all to reaffirm a conviction that has 
considerable prelummary importance. It 1s the convec- 
tion that if i, m any case, critical today to redefine 
ourselves with regard to a plan that 1s intended to call 
together new energies and to pul into action again all the 
strength of a diffuse and presently dispersed lefi, one 
perhaps discouraged The Ieueditle ennteatien of Oo 
political situation. om general, and the new tasks we have 
that derive from 1, have led us to belreve that the proyect 
of reestablishment and relaunching of the left, which 
today 1s indispensable, could not be realized through a 
simple broadening and strengthening of the PCT 


What 1s involved is rather to launch, by means of wisat I 
have preferred to call a process of fertility, a program of 
aggregation of a renewed left, not awaiting but causing 
political facts of such nature as to free and bring out the 
potential, the avaslatility, and the strengths that, left to 
themselves, would not succeed im making themsives felt. 
The approval demonstrated by new potential activists 
and by imiciiectual groups, as well as by important 
sectors of the working class and of the labor movement, 
the founding of numerous associations throughout the 
country m favor of establishment of the new political 
formation, the notice taken by important groups of 
democratic Catholicism and by the church hierarchy 
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life | contenuc to think emportant a cultural and political 
approach that goes beyond the convictions proper to old 
political rdeas, accordeng to which the possible combina- 
tens cannot but happen with entities already mm cxist- 
ene and well defined 


1 am convinced, that ss. that we all must avoid under- 


relationships All of thes leads me to take a gamble that | 
consider both attractive and prudent The gambte is the 
one we have defined as “the new initiative ~ Haveng sav 


indubitably radical proposal, questions may arrec. as well 
as uneasiness regarding our fate There 1s fear on the part 
of some that our proposal may come down to a search for 
a shoricut toward the government, and that to take this 
shoricul we may be ready to give up something substan- 
tial of our nature, of our character, as a reform force We 
have been warned of the danger that we could end up by 
being detoured, without intending it, into positions of 
urremediable infernorty with respect to others and to the 
present power system. The risks of being absorbed, of a 
lessening of our character and our presence as oppos- 
tion, of a weakening of our vision of politics as a mass 
experience in exchange for a “lighter” politics, perhaps 
one founded on th+ primary importance of umage. have 
been emphasized. We are dealing here with fears and 
queries | have no intention of ignering, being aware that 
it 18 Necessary to give them as Convincing a response as 
possible. However, | do no at all believe that my having 
proposed the creation of a new political formation 
implies a slide, as it might once have been expressed in a 
more colloquial way, onto the terrain of opportunism, of 
yielding and surrender 


| am well aware, however, that to be convincing, such an 
answer cannot rest merely on the good faith and the good 





character and the very concept we have of the acw 
polrtscal formation, the fundamental reasons that lead us 
to consder 1 necessary, and the program on wi ach i 
must be based But this means that everything depends 
on the way we deal with and resolve, together and 
democratically, the question of the contents, the pro- 
grams. and the valucs that must constitute the essentual 
physsognomy of the new political organization, given 
that nothing 1s predetermined and nothing can ship from 
the control of this great collective body of ours. Of 
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for the ( onstituent Phase 
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maturity om the orginal cxapenence of lahan Commu- 
nism. that of liberal, democratic, and socralist 
reformism, that of social and democratx Catholcrern., 


tion of life, in a rethinking of the relationship of man 
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challenge of the times be formulated. In this trial, 
fulfiliment of thes task of histone and universal 
tance, the ct-rnal moral values, the ample bi 
morality and of humanity as Mars defi t 
function as a gaide” | am goimg to lim 
porting out several fundamental key 
ideals woven into the necessary program 
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gram No be studeed in depth in the constituent phase with 
the help of the whole party and with those who intend to 
participate om the construction of the new political for- 
mation 


The relationship between rtcals and program should as a 
matter of fact characterize a party that flees from the 
twofold rk of sdeologssm and of mere pragmatism We 
arc dvwiez¢ with wnsteng, for the first tome in the history 
of mar¥ssi two great ideals that have remained sepa- 
rate ond “pr osed im our century: the ideal of freedom 


compact between citezens as men, members of » com- 


what 1s private, the amassing of wealth and human need. 
socialism and yor; A higher synthess that 
encompasses our ica democracy as the way of 
socialism and our plan for the integral democratization 
of socety. If we were to adopt other viewpoints—for 


continually and msks becoming a democracy of the 
strong thai excludes or ignores the weak. It os for thes 
very reson, and in regard to the contradictions of our age. 


This, too, 1s a path that leads to a new sense of respon- 
sibility toward oneself, toward others, and toward 
nature Indeed. « 1s by thes route thal we arrive at 
recognition of another fundamental principle of a new 
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beyond reference to the state nationalistically under- 
stood, and that is onented toward building 4 stronger 
and more united international community The nation- 
state has become anachronistic with respect to eco 
nomic, social, crvil, and cultural development. In its 
place. more and mo-e often there 1s being substituted the 
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furnished with an enhancement. in terms of powers and 


functions, of independence and of regional and loca’ 
powers. The new political formation must act in thi 
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perspective, which brings us close to that of world 
government (onc to be cffected around the UN), ano -hat 


would face the great global challenges of our time: the 
environment the North-South. and the war on drugs. 


Thes os the necessary repositioning of the tradimonal 
imternationalism of the worker movement Some of the 
cardinal points of this new internationalism might be 


1) The principle of global security and the elimination of 
blocs. 


2) The dismantling of milrtary arsenals, abandonmeni of 
the rationale of deterrence. climination of the very 


concept of enemy 
3) Peace as nonviolence, community, cooperation 


to production of the means fra peaceful security. for civil 
uss, and for the resolution of great world problems. 


5) The progressive democratization of all i.sernational 
relations and the mght of all peoples to decide ther own 
future. 


6) The buildir, of a soviety freed from every kind of 
exploitation and dominion, one founded on the equality 
of women and men. a multicthni and multiracial 
society that knows no discrimnation cegarding, or lim- 
tation on, the universal nghts of citizenship 


This means confirming the neht of employm:nt for all 
women and all men, the mght to heal’+ care, to a home, 
to an equa: disiribut-on of wealth, of culture, of power 
and the possitulity of decisum, not only n: the political 
sphere, but also in the economic and social spheres. All 
this 1s based on a different idea of progress. Ar idea that 
is no longer tied to only 4 quantitative growth, bul ts 
rather tied to a qualitative development, resulting not 
only ma redistribu.rcn, Sut in a su penor quality of 
human life within the framework of a broader honzon of 
hummer lbheration. lt scums to me that the hard answers 
found om history provide suffiment evidence to suggest 
that these objectives should b. placed bevond the culture 
of industrnalism and beyond al! concepts of state, to that 
culture that 1s strictly connected 


One roust instead affirm the principle of nationalization 
It «= within this framework that we affirm the funda- 
mental importance of the matter of regulations Placing 
the matter of regulations at the: center allows us to face im 
an orginal way the cclaionship between the state and 
the market, between public and private, and semupri- 
vate It allows us to (0 beyond the demands of resolving 
all the contradictions ccisting within the state and 
beyond that opposi_.c one, ihe neoliberal one, according 
to which, im the face of the growing social complexity, 
leaves us with only the possibility of accepting its spon- 
tancows dynamiems Instead, the direction we are 
pormmtong to os that of a public sect.s that, by proveding 


capacity for strategic direction and control. However, 
the modal... and the instruments of intervention have ty 
be renewed becouse the objectives are new, and we have 
behind us examples not only of market failure but also of 
state faslure 


Above all. examples of failure of a state that presumes tc 
plan and program, assuming that i possesses all of the 
information needed to make decisions for five. and 
10-year pervods. The social and economic process, if +1 1s 
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aimed al innovation, must be the result of the interaction 
of dii¥erent parties, and, while the role of general direc- 
tion must inevitably be a public one, the independence 
of the other parties is equally necessary. The latter, each 
in accordance with the specific character of its own role, 
must be responsible for efficiency, probity, and profes- 
sionalism for the purpose of making the business system 
itself act and interact with broader motives than that of 
the simple profit motive. Reform of the state and reform 
of the marketplace are therefore two sides of the same 
coin, from the perspective of a new social and economic 
regulatory system. On the other hand, modern theories 
on the market and business tell us that the market is not 
an entity by itself, with its own natural! laws, but is rather 
a historical construct, the character of which depends on 
the laws of the state, on the culture and history of a 
people, and on the particular character of the people who 
work in it. It is therefore an institution that can be 
changed. And even businesses can have different natures 
and different motives for acting. 


We therefore recognize the positive function of business. 
The problem is whether business ought to be considered 
“an individual,” as they say—that is, whether it ought to 
be considered in an exclusive way in propnetary com- 
mand, or whether it ought instead to be understood as 
“an institution” in which various individuals and inter- 
ests act, all of which must be recognized. The latter is our 
idea, one that does not disown business but rather 
subsumes it in its complex reality. In a country like Italy, 
characterized by an extraordinary diffusion of business, 
we can put forward a new institutional agreement that 
would turn the existing situztion around. An agreement 
that would concern the rules for, and not the free 
expression of, conflict; one with which the state would 
ask all citizens to respect the laws, but in which it would 
itself be the first to commit itself to respecting them, and 
to providing itself with probity and efficiency in order to 
create a more favorable environment for business com- 
mitment to imnovativeness aimed at obtaining the 
desired goals. 


And finally, and above all, to guarantee the nights of 
workers and of citizens at all levels, in the first place 
through a just tax system, one that would not lay an 
extraordinary burden on carned income and productive 
activities, taxing the same income three or four times 
while granting all citizens the same rights in the areas of 
social security and health benefits. It is on the basis of 
this programmatic concreteness that we shall make effec- 
tive the other great key idea, that of equity, of justice in 
relation to abilities and needs. For this reason there must 
remain at the center of the relationship between the 
public and the private, as an inalienable value, a recog- 
nition of the dignity and value of labor in all its diverse 
and multiform expressions. 


This means acceptance of and giving importance to 
conflict, the regulation of roles, a guarantee of rights in 
the workplace, a fight against authoritarian tendencies, 
assurance regarding self-directed flexibility, and a 
variety of work opportunities for the individual in the 


il 


course of a lifetime. Again, it means economic democ- 
racy and, hence, rules concerning openness and informa- 
tion, the participaticn of workers in business decisions 
and in the accumulation and management of profits, a 
wider distribution of ownership, and, finally, a growth in 
the level of democracy in the marketplace. 


Workers must be able to make decisions concerning kind 
of work, its purposes, the form of organization it takes, 
its time frames. These are the nuts and bolts of a modern 
plan for the liberation of labor, of a modern movement 
for redeeming workers, one against the suffering and the 
alienation of labor that cannot fail to be the focal point 
of the program of a modern reform political force. 
Hence, the right to work is placed at the center of this 
program as a fundamental human nght and nmght of 
citizenship, from which derives the duty of a democratic 
state to ensure full employment. All of this can define the 
characteristics of a program directed toward opposing 
unbridled selfishness, the race for profit and power, a 
politics motivated by the value of solidarity and willing 
to stand against deterioration in political and adminis- 
trative life through a stern reaffirmation of ethical stan- 
dards and by favoring openness in a government of laws 
capable of giving trust back to people and of giving 
significance again to the importance of public service, of 
institutions, and of the state. 


In this context a broad institutional reform project is 
essential to a policy for making effective the recognition 
of needs, rights, and freedoms. It is a priority matter to 
put the state in condition to guarantee safety, individual 
liberty, and security in a country whose territory 1s, in 
areas that have now become vast, subject to a wide- 
spread criminal power that revolves fundamentally 
arsund an interweaving of Mafia, business, and politics. 
With reference to that, also, it is necessary to guarantee 
the right to justice, which is nullified in effect by old laws 
and, above all, by obsolete organization and inadequate 
resources. 


To the right to justice belongs the right to a judge, 
independent of every other authority. The i 

of the judiciary is a value that must be defended and 
guaranteed today. Fundamental today is the commit- 
ment to the right to have a truly pluralistic information 
system, an essential right of all modern free societies, one 
that 1s openly threatened in Italy today. A regulatory 
plan is urgent in this field and cannot fail to be at the 
center of our initiative. To make the right to security, to 
justice, and to information effective: These are the first 
elements of the institutional reform we are proposing. 


Alongside these and truly revolutionary ts the reform we 
proposed when we spoke of a separation between politics 
and public administration. Here we have the real sub- 
stance of the ethical question. The handling of money by 
politicians is a cause of corruption, of pollution, of 
disgust, and of the disaffection of many citizens from 
politics as such. Reform of the public administration on 
the basis of the criterion of separation between political 
matters and administrative direction is a task that must 
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be undertaken by activating a mass movement sup- 
porting our action around definite goals, but also by 
effectuating right now all of those aspects of political 
self-reform—and they are noi few—that can be put into 
effect withou: waiting for new laws. 


Self-reform in politics, as well, by adoption of different 
behavior on the pari of the political forces when they 
work in the institutions. The “code of ethics” that we 
propose for the coming administrative elections relative 
to contracts, health, and professional appointments; new 
rules for guaranteeing the nghts of citizens to informa- 
tiox, civic defense, referendums in the cities and regions: 
Here are profoundly innovative facts with regard to a 
basic democratic fabric that is unraveling and deterio- 
rating, here are innovative actions that can be taken 
immediately without waiting for new laws. | propose, as 
an exemplary act of political self-reform, to submit to the 
decision of the party's directive bodies the option of not 
participating as political representatives on the boards of 
directors of the USL’s [Local Health Units] that must be 
set up after the elections for local governments, in order 
to induce the government and the Parliament to deal 
immediately with the new legislative provisions for and 
reform of the USL. A genuine constituent of Italian 
democracy ought to set in motion a profound reform of 
republican institutions that would redefine and requalify 
its representative forces and executives, in part through 
the introduction of new electoral laws giving power 1o 
the sovereign people and reducing powers delegated to 
the parties. 


With regard to this, we must clearly ask ourselves a 
question today. For what reason are the institutional 
reforms we have been talking about now for more than a 
decade still standing at the starting gate? I think with 
regard to this that we and the entire reform movement 
have been deficient: There has not been a real true 
movement into which the impetus toward change could 
be channeled, in which the unhappiness of citizens could 
be transformed into a driving influence for reform. And 
that is why from the beginning (at the time of the 
presentation of the shadow government last year) we 
demonstrated our interest and support for a referendum 
on the election laws for the Senate and the Chamber. 
This was an initiative that came from important sectors 
of the Catholic area, of a different orientation, and that 
has subsequently acquired increasing acceptance in dif- 
ferent cultural and political areas, including our own, 
and in Italian society. 


Another fundamental key idea for us must be that of 
culture and education, understood as values in them- 
selves, culture and education as a fundamental value in 
development of the person and as an instrument of 
usdependence and criticism relative to existing reality. 
Hence, a left that does not intend to surrender the 
benefit of equality of opportunity in life must consider 
the field of education as a priority test of its own political 
and cultural action. As to this, we are aware that the 
formation and orientation of technical-scientific capa- 
bility will be basic in making possible a different quality 
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of development, an enhancement and humanization of 
labor, a redistribution of opportunities and powers, and 
the democratization of every environment, ail key points 
in the project we must bring to life 


The schools and the universities are one of the main tests 
of our concept of the relationship between the public and 
the private and of a political idea that goes beyond old 
Statism and neoliberalism. This involves projecting 
reforms that would permit the schoc! and the university 
to pursue the twofold objective of equity and efficiency. 
We intend to fight for the approval of a new model 
university. A public university, not one closed in upon 
itself but open, in full control of its independence in 
research and education, one in collaboration with the 
outside world. A university freed from the stifling effect 
of a centralized and bureaucratic institutional organiza- 
tion. 


We are not therefore avoiding the challenge of indepen- 
dence, but we intend to make efforts to have it possess 
particular characteristics and to have the role of students 
in it fully recognized. Hence, we greeted the movement 
of the students as a happening of great importance in the 
political and social life of the country because it broke a 
silence that had fallen for years over the problems of the 
Italian school and university. And because it placed itself 
on and grasped a truly decisive zone of modern con- 
flict—the one linked to the concentration of essential 
functions, connected above all to the field of information 
and knowledge, in command systems not subject to any 
democratic control; a tendency that msks eniptying the 
critical and innovative potentialitics of knowledge, of 
impoverishing and subjecting to hitherto unknown 
forms of dominion the totality of civil and democratic 
life, and of producing a development ever more unequal 
and qualitatively unacceptable. 


For all these reasons the movement of the students 
expresses a more general uneasiness affecting the whole 
body of society. It is also an important glimpse of a new 
cultural sensitivity that is putting behind itself the myths 
of uncontrolled growth, the shoricuts of selfishness, the 
models of neoliberal leveling. This movement is the 
bearer of a democratic potential that must be acknowl- 
edged and given importance. It is the bearer of a demo- 
cratic combativeness. And, in this connection, | want to 
say more in general that, in Italy, objective difficulties in 
making occasions and kinds of conflict come about 
cannot be attributed to our subjective inclination to give 
way. Rather are they due to a formidable reorganization 
of powers and our belatedness in understanding, in 
identifying, the unheard of potentiality for conflict that 
flows from that process. It was in effect due to a delay in 
our reading in an up-to-date way the characteristics of 
the modern nature of conflict. 


But, as to this, | want to add yet another thoughit. 
Conflict is a permanent need in the process of democra- 
tization. Conflict is a value, not something negative, and 
it must not be seen in contradiction of the ability to find 
solutions, to search for and to offer alternatives, to reach 
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decisions. Conflict thus conceived is not in contrast with 
a pluralistic, democratic, nonvioient vision. I add that 
the acceptance of conflict does not concern us only as an 
opposition force. There is no final moment of history in 
which conflict will cease forever with the taking of power 
by the left. 


From the residues of such ideas we must definitively free 
ourselves. Even as a potential government force, the 
expression of conflict is of concern to us. It is, in fact, 
connatural to the democratic method and to its nature as 
an infinitely open process and one accordingly rendered 
dynamic and inclined toward progress by the conflict 
itself; a conflict that must be brought, however, to 
express in ever higher forms, as regards the civility of the 
encounter, the rules that are accepted and the quality of 
the objectives. It 1s beginning with this understanding 
that we can arrive at an effective appraisement of 
movements, in full respect for their independence and 
their search for opportunities and means of expressing 
themselves, and it is thus that we can overcome, at its 
roots, all danger of “movementism”™ and generic radi- 
calism. It is in this framework also that it is possible to 
proceed to ident’y who it is a modern reform force must 
deal with. 


Clarity about the values we intend to uphold and their 
translation into reality and the movement of things and 
men are closely linked to the identification of these 
entities and the essential needs and concerns of which 
they are the bearers. Hence, it is impossible, in the most 
absolute manner, to think of concerning ourse!ves solely 
with a sort of political and institutional enginecring. 
Faced with a complex social reality such as the one we 
have been talking about, it would be absurd to take flight 
into “the heaven of politics” without any clear relation- 
ship to the earth of society. On the contrary, it is 
indispensable to establish a relationship with the 
demands and the needs of the individuals and the social 
classes we intend to represent. 


The real difficulty is in identifying at all times the 
relationship between social struggle and political action. 
But, for the very purpose of defining this relationship, 
leaving aside all questions of change and politics, it is 
necessary to identify and point out whom it involves. 


IV. 


* Creating a Great New Mass Constituent 

* An Fxtraordinary Conceptual and Programmatic Com- 
mitment of Individuals, Groups, and Forces of Diverse 
Origin and Cultural and Political Orientation 

* The General Characteristics of the New Political For- 
mation 

« The Interrelationship Between Society and Politics 

* The Outline of the Alternative and of the Government 


In answering the question With whom”, we begin with a 
conviction that remains in first place in the new political 
formation we intend to construct, our focus on the 
totality of the world of work in its various forms. 
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We, therefore, intend to focus on workers who are 
employees in industry, in agriculture, and in distribu- 
tron; on the working class, technicians, researchers, 
teachers, those working in publishing, all those who 
support themselves by their own labor and their own 
abilities and who intend to strive for not only a more just 
redistribution of wealth, but also a genuine liberation 
from all forms of alienation and dominion, and for a 
fuller recognition and appreciaiion of their capabilities 
and their determination to have the power to choose 
their activity and its objectives. 


We address ourselves to all those energies of the cultural 
and scientific area who, in performing a productive 
function of inestimable importance, wish to free their 
operations from the suffocating blanket of a political and 
economic power system that impedes their efforts to put 
themselves effectively at the service of a balanced and 
qualitatively new development. 


We are focused on those independent and enterprising 
forces of labor among whom a significant tendency 
toward control of their own activity is being demon- 
strated, and who identify themselves with a project of 
inicgral democratization not just of the state but of the 
economy itself, and who intend to work for an effective 
economic democracy within and outside of the work- 
place. To all those citizens who believe, on the basis of 
the program, even just as single individuals, that they 
can and must make an active contribution to the con- 
ceptual, cultural, and political definition of, and to the 
establishment and effectuation of, a new force of the left. 


Our focus on the women's movement takes on particular 
importance. From being an increasingly important com- 
ponent within a party such as the PCT ts, one that grew 
outside of the development of the femminist revolution, 
women can put themselves forward now as a founding 
element in the new political formation. Such an action, 
which flows from the recognition of a structural fact in 
our societies, is certainly not intended to exhaust the 
forms of expresssion and the independence of women as 
a movement. We must rather begin from a recognition of 
the status of women for what it is in society today: of its 
ability to be the expression of a force and a program that 
are independent. And from the recognition that today 
what can be built, what must be built, is agreement 
between men and women as a relationship between two 
equal contracting parties and no longer as the relation- 
ship between a “whole” and a “part.” 


More in general, on the political and cultural plane, we 
are concerned with making positions that are conceptu- 
ally different converge in a work of study and activity 
that will have to take place on the plane of the construc- 
tion of the new political formation and program deci- 
sions. On this point we must be very clear. On our side 
there is no temptation to control everything. We, too, 
want to identify ourselves as a part. We are aware for our 
part that the new movements and new cultural activities 
that have been coming to the fore with pari-<ular 
strength and visibility ever since the 1970's—the 
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women’s movement, the environmental movement, the 
nonviolent and peace movements, the nghts movement, 
and the movement for a labor field in transformation— 
bring to us not a totaling up of new demands and 
requirements but rather a permanent search for a cul- 
tural and political synthesis. This is not a problem that 
interests us alone. It concerns all of the forces of the left 
that are called upon to go beyond traditional points of 
view. I want to tell this to the Greens, to whom we must 
give credit for having established themselves around a 
program choice of extraordinary value. But we can ask 
them also to work to create a reform field and program, 
both ecological and an alternative, escaping from the 
danger of fragmentariness and even more from the 
temptations of alliances. 


I repeat that we think it possible and necessary to think 
and work in such a way that different paths may lead to 
giving life to a single political formation. Central in this 
connection 1s our relationship with those areas of Italian 
Catholicism that have, in the course of a rich personal 
and social experience, developed an independent critical 
consciousness relative to capitalist individualism and 
bureaucratic collectivism. And that today intend to work 
for a different kind of development, one having social 
goals and guided by ideas of justice and solidarity 
contrary to all individualistic and consumerist closure. 
We had aleady said at the 18th Congress that it was 
necesary to go beyond the period of dialogue, which 
implies a separation between the plane of values and 
comparison of them and the empirical plane of “things 
to do,” and that a new terzain of collaboration based on 
consistency among values, programs, and political deci- 
sions was required. 


All of that suggests the possibility that today the culture, 
the ideas, and the decisions of progressive Catholics may 
become, in independence, an integral part of those of the 
new political formation. This demands that there be in 
it, on a secular level, a recognition and adoption of 
several values that are fundamental for the religious 
conscience: the positive nature of the experience of faith 
and freedom of expression for every religious con- 
science, the value of life, human dignity and the dignity 
of the person—in such a way that the debate, not just in 
the new political formation but in the country as a whole, 
concerning political choices that can recognize and make 
effective those values may take place in terms of com- 
parison and not of hostility, thus contributing to the 
growth of a higher civility in politics. 


This process will let Catholics choose freely among 
different alternative programs with no fear that this may 
be inconsistent with the values their consciences con- 
sider inalienable. This is a necessity for the unblocking of 
the political system and also, it seems to us, for those 
energies of democratic Catholicism that feel the need for 
a political reform and give thought to a constituent phase 
that would lead to a repositioning of their historical- 
cultural heritage and allow them freer expression of their 
own ideals and choices, outside of any influence of 
ideological partisanship. In this regard, the possible 
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convergences in this area are considerable on the level of 
reform of the political system. 


We are hopeful that a considerable contribution may 
come from the critical and reformist secular conscience, 
of socialist inspiration that, beginning with motives 
founded on a renewed relationship between freedom and 
socialism and from orginal ideas on the forces of democ- 
racy, rights, and rules, may place itself in a critical 
posture relative to the current processes of reorganiza- 


tion of powers and of a democracy of the strong against 
the weak. 


From this point of view, we believe it ts important to 
meet with the Radicals, whom we acknowledge to have 
fought consistently for a long time for civil nghts and the 
establishment of new rules in social and political life. 
And we deny that meeting with the Radicals must be 
considered as inconsistent with our meeting with the 
Catholic forces or with other forces of secular or socialist 
orientation. The recent struggles for freedom of informa- 
tion, for institutional reform, for nonviolence, and 
against hunger in the world demonstrate that. In this 
case as well, we have to tear down old barriers that no 
longer have any reason to exist. 


We who are heirs of Gramsci are confident that we can 
meet with the heirs of Sturzo and Toniolo, of Goberti, 
and of Roselli in the name of a new political civility to 
write a new page of democracy and Italan history. The 
constituent phase and the development of a basic pro- 
gram will make visible our differences and the common 
approaches possible. This involves roads that are dif- 
ferent but largely convergent around fundamental! values 
that have constituted the ethical nucleus of our back- 
ground. To mect, however, those paths need a new 
beginning, one from which, without anyone's being 
untrue to himself, we can start again together, each and 
every one a cofounder of a new political experience. The 
same values and needs that are inscribed on the Com- 
munist horizon (criticism of production for the sake of 
production, elimination of the separation between those 
who govern and those who are governed, recognition of 
values that are not measured with the yardstick of 
money, the need for direct human communication, and 
the demands for liberation from alienated labor) must 
indeed no longer be presented as objectives that are 
located only on a distant horizon, but as values that 
today guide a genuine politics of reform constantly 
challenging the real contrasts, one that seeks and finds 
concrete instruments for the realization of the objec- 
tives—all the more because the needs of the weak can no 
longer wait but must find the democratic road of power, 
the possibility, that is, of their fulfillment. 


That is why we are pointing out a path of proud 
commitment that has nothing to do with dissolution and 
much less with liquidation. No comparison can be made 
with what happened in the East, where there was a 
collapse of party-regimes that were ossified in their ideas 
and hollow. We are beginning, on the contrary, with 
vitality. It is a matter of deciding all together whether we 
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wish, without nullifying this great strength of ours, made 
with struggle, with ideas, with enthusiasm, with organi- 
zation, with women and men who certainly do not 
intend to abandon the field, whether we want this force 
to bear fruit, to increase its potentialities in a relation- 
ship of reciprocal cross-pollination with other forces that 
do not consider themselves, and are not, communist, but 
that nevertheless are ready to situate themselves on the 
plane of a search for the ideals and programs of a new 
force of the left. 


In this operation we must succeed in expressing the best, 
the most vital, part of our tradition, what has come to 
maturity on the basis of a party understood as the 
organization of diverse ideals and energies around a 
program. This involves going beyond the new party of 
Togliatti, while drawing from it all of its potentiality. A 
party, let us remember, that proposed to make program, 
understood as the organic relationship between great 
ideals and concrete political objectives, a condition for 
agreement with the party, and not certainly to retreat 
toward an ideological concept of the party itself. 


No one car want that! 


Any tendency toward ideological exclusivity would now 
constitute a regression relative to the richest character- 
istics of our political expenence, the political experience 
of the Italian Communists. Rather, what must be put 
into play now is our culture, understood as a critical 
culture continually renewed, to which generations of 
intellectual Communists have contributed. A culture 
critical of modern capitalism, one that is called upon to 
bring itself up-to-date and to redefine itself in an active 
encounter with other cultural currents. 


In this perspective the process of the construction of the 
new political formation will not develop through fusion 
with other parties, but rather through the contribution of 
individuals, of groups, and of sectors of society— 
working in production, in the professions, in the world of 
culture, and in the institutions—who wish to associate 
themselves with and participate in our constituent pro- 
cess. This involves a process that will precede, accom- 
pany, and follow the establishment of the new reform 
force. The opening of the constituent phase will involve 
an ideal, political, and mass commitment for calling 
together the totality of the available forces and potenti- 
alities. Forces not having the same cultural and party 
background that we have, who will bring about an 
enrichment but also an inevitable dialectical relation- 
ship. Indeed, if it were not for this, we would only be 
dealing with particular workers and citizens who intend 
to join our party. 


Of course, we must all continue to work during the 
constituent phase to make PCI membership grow. All 
that, in fact, by invigorating the force that is its pro- 
moter, cannot fail to help in the establishment of the new 
political formation. But at this point we must deal with 
another fundamental question that h» isked: What 
political organization? A close relat: ists among 


organizational form, program, and political purposes. 
The same organization, whatever the party form under 
consideration may be, changes its nature and its thrust in 
accordance with its objectives, its social focus, and its 
historncal ambitions. 


We want to be a force that is an alternative to the present 
social and political situation, that 1s characterized and 
conditioned by those processes of reorganization of 
powers we spoke about before. An alternative force to 
everything that has led to the humiliation of politics as a 
program, as a great experience of democratic participa- 
tion. The creative function of the new political forma- 
tion resides in its giving centrality to a reform of politics 
and institutions that would interpret the process of crisis 
and change in the state as a combination of social and 
political factors. 


This demands that more weight be given to the function 
of the party as bearer of a plan, precisely because it ts 
intended that more importance be given to civil society, 
that it be made to emerge. And so, as we have seen, a new 
strategy of social change is necessary, one gradualist and 
reformist in a strong way that moves inside a framework 
of new compatibilities, those that flow consistently from 
the objectives of the reform program. This is the path 
that can make it possible to overcome the blockage of the 
Italian left, which is one of the certainly not secondary 
factors in the blockage of the political system. If the new 
reform party intends to promote the coming together of 
an alternative camp of social and political forces, it will 
have to be a mass political formation, profoundly rooted 
in society, capable of effectively representing interests 
and aspirations of vast popular sectors. 


A popular democratic party, a party of the left that works 
to reorganize the left on a European scale and that 
therefore works within the Socialist International. 
Hence, a party internationalist and pro-Europe, a party 
of struggle and government. A party of workers. A party 
that knows that its nature, its identity, is—and that it 
wants it to be—essentially determined by the millions of 
workers it represents and that it intends to continue to 
represent. Hence, the working class, the needs and the 
aspirations that are expressed in it, will be the funda- 
mental force in the new political formation. In this 
framework our relationship with the unions will, of 
course, be central, it, too, to be realized on contents and 
programs and based on the full political recognition and 
independence of the unions. 


Union unity and independence constitute for us a basic 
condition for every fully democratic society. For this 
reason we reject even the possibility of a “union of the 
alternative” on a model, which is in any event in crisis, 
of a Laborist kind. We favor the whole idea of the 
independence of the labor movement, not an indepen- 
dence indifferent to the program directions of the gov- 
ernment and the political forces in action, but an idea of 
independence that rejects a concept of the union as a 
mediation authority between various party clements, 
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one that does not tolerate forms of legitimation extra- 
neous to the union itself. The discussion in course in 
recent days on contract demands and the unhappiness 
demonstrated, particularly among the metalworkers, 1s a 
demonstration of a difficulty in the capacity for effective 
representation that may involve a heavy price in terms of 
negotiating strength, loss of control over work changes, 
unilateral control of real wages by the companies, the 
ability to press government seriously on the critical 
subject of employment, the quality of work and devel- 
opment of the South, reform of the welfare state. 


Concerning the contract disputes, I add that a direct 
commitment of the party on the side of the workers, in 
full respect for union i . iS necessary. The 
role of the party and of other forces of the left that are 
democratic can be very important in building, in society 
and in the institutions, the climate of broader agreement 
and solidarity that can be decisive in concluding con- 
tracts representing a definite step forward in the battle 
for reduction of the work period and better living and 
working conditions for Italian workers. The question of 
union democracy is bound up with the social and cul- 
tural repositioning of the union in a democracy of the 
alternative that safeguards and strengthens its indepen- 
dence. 


We are, therefore, not thinking about a rejrouping of 
social organizations and movements. The m »vements as 
such—we are not dealing certainly with an anovation— 
cover, on the foundation of their indepeidence, an area 
that is not that of the parties. And besides the move- 
ments there are the associations—we have in mind just 
the educational and volunteer ones—and other forms of 
social organization whose function must be recognized 
and whose independence must be assured, on the basis 
also of their being provided with funds, means, loca- 
tions, and effective authority within the confines of a 
pluralistic system that is not just a party system. 


The problem then is that of going beyond an old concept 
of the party, one derived from experience with the 
independence of movements and associations, and that 
is in danger of producing mutual isolation. The lines of 
flow among movements, associations, and parties tend 
in this way to become closed up, party action gets driven 
primarily on an institutional level, and movements tend 
to transform themselves into little parties. There must be 
placed in Gpposition to all that a profound change in the 
relationship among parties, associations, and move- 
ments based on clear understandings and program agree- 
ments, on liaison networks, and on common actions 
linked to particular, flexible, and reversible objectives. 


In any event and in a general way, it is necessary, as far 
as we are concerned, to distinguish clearly between the 
relationship that must be established with the move- 
ments and the various social organizations, and thai io 
be effected during the constituent phase with groups, 
associations, circles, and clubs that are established on 
political grounds, in the light of and as a function of the 
new political formation. It should be evident from what 
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I have said thus far that we do not intend to create an 
opimon party or an electoral cartel. Rather a strong, 
reform, mass party that can gather together in itself the 
great wealth of our reform tradition, freeing all of its 
potential in a relationship of linkage to other forces, 
other interests, other ideas and cultures that intend to 
dedicate themselves to a reform project. 


The confluence of diverse components and multiple 
cultural and political paths in the new political forma- 
tion will make a free and open dialectic necessary. A 
dialectic that will be expressed in various ways, 
depending even upon the physiognomy the new party 
form takes. To take an example, the eventual participa- 
tion of women in the new political formation, not solely 
as individuals but also as an association, will result in 
characteristics never before encountered, not only in the 
dialectic of tdeas and programs but also in that con- 
cerning the training and selection of leadership groups. 


The free expression of different ideas must be guaran- 
teed in a context that ensures at the same time internal 
democracy, the capacity to govern the party itself, and 
the efficacy of its external activity. Hence, neither cen- 
tralism nor anarchy. The ways and the paths for accom- 
plishing all of that will have to be identified in the course 
of an open discussion about the organizational model, 
the party form, the kinds and modalities of membership, 
association, and collaboration. One thing is at any rate 
essential. Whatever the future party form may be, the 
methods and the instruments that have contributed in 
the other parties to the deterioration of political activity 
must not be its methods and instruments. 


Pluralism of ideas, which we are already trying in an 
open and enthusiastic way, must be expressed in a frank 
and straightforward encounter and not in a clash 
between groups and persons. To oppose an idea, there is 
no need to fight, much less to denigrate, the woman or 
man who is the bearer of that idea. Because, too, a 
method like that, besides being characteristic of obscu- 
rantist political concepts, denies that there is any possi- 
bility of positions being reversed, and it freezes them. 
We must in that regard have ii always in mind that 
differences in ideas are one thing, temptations of a 
personal kind another. 


In this regard I add that it has not been our custom, and 
I do not think it ought to become it, to give way to 
maximalist and even demagogic temptations, without 
taking into consideration an appraisal of what the real 
social mood may be but primarily concentrating on 
opportunities linked to internal debate in the party. In 
this we must be consistent with the idea we share of 
judging ourselves, we in the first instance, according to 
decisions and programs, and not rather tailoring our 
attitude on these things by beginning with the identifi- 
cation of a political adversary. Pluralism of ideas must 
mean dialectical encounter, continual search for conver- 
gence even through constructive and open disagree- 
ment—and it must be marked by tolerance and respect 
for the positions of others. 
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This is completely the opposite of a faciional system, one 
perhaps even unruly, which mgidifies encounters, creates 
barriers and fences, consolidates the positions of oppo- 
site interests, and does not favor, but rather obstructs, a 
dynamic and common search. The real test, the great 
goal we have set for ourselves, is that of ensuring a free 
debate that lets differences coexist productively. Only by 
following this method can we define and give life to a 
new political formation, a new culture, a new relation- 
ship with society. The definition of the organizational 
model and of the relationships with society of the new 
political formation we intend to establish requires not 
only recognition of internal political pluralism, but also 
a profound change in the organizational structure this 
same new course of the PCI has inheritied from the past. 


Organizational strength is certainly essential for a mass 
party. But we must see that it is not enough, and that 
rather, if it is entrusted to the professionals, it can even 
be counterproductive with respect to the need for estab- 
lishing links to the masses. However, these links can be 
effected by giving greater weight to forces of civil society 
in the processes of political development and decision- 
making, and by creating more restrictive leadership 
organs that ensure greater efficiency and collegiality. We 
are not only making radically obsolete the idea of the 
ideologi cal and ail-inclusive party, as we have done for 
some time, but we are also advancing a veritable doc- 
trine of the limits of the party. Limits regarding its 
presuming to represent the idealistic and cultural con- 
science of every member, limits in light of the emergence 
of new elements in civil society, who are also the bearers 
of a political individuality and who must be given places, 
means, and functions, limits regarding relationships with 
the institutions. This concept of limits must extend to 
the totality of the Italian political system. The problem 
of the distinction between the parties and the institu- 
tions involves not just the parties of the East, but even, 
although in very different ways, our own country. 


Only by untying this knot in a positive way can a system 
having alternatives be created that will truly allow those 
who win and go to the government to respect the values 
and the internal ideals of the minority. This is the safest 
way to make a more advanced civility in politics grow. It 
is within this more general concept that we intend to 
build a party that finds new channels of accomodation 
with society; that acquires a capacity for listening and for 
relating to its abilities; that is able to grasp and interpret 
the concerns that are at the origin of conflicts; and that 
acquires the faculty of constructing and tailoring its 
plans in a live encounter with civil and -ocial dynamics. 


It is indeed in facing this question that we make politi- 
cally concrete the point of view for which we intend to 
fight: that of reaching the political guidance of the 
country. Hence, from what I have said up to now, there 
emerges a profile of the new political formation that is 
truly one of an alternative and of government. A genuine 
opposition is credible today if it is not an end in itself, if 
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it does not remain the prisoner of an associative frame- 
work depressing the whole political system but equips 
itself to represent society and govern the country at the 
same time consistently. 


v. 


* Our New Direction Has Brought Renewed Confidence 
in the Possibility of Change 

* The Debate in the DC [Christian Democratic Party] 

* Ferment in :he Catholic Area 

* The New Political Formation Does Not Presume To 


* The Basis for a United Front With the PSI 


We come now to the how, to how it is possible to go in 
this direction. 

It is a Question first of all of not dissipating the process 
begun, of expenencing the decision to open up a constit- 
vent process as the starting point of a new mass political 
pattern that commits and fully mobilizes all of the 
party's energies. We must have faith and be determined, 
knowing that we are all masters of our own destinies. The 
protagonist of the operation we intend to promote is first 
of all this collective body, the future we intend to build is 
in our hands. What we are setting out to accomplish is a 
great mass constituent, one that will make it possible for 
us to begin again from society in order to determine the 
conditions for a change of direction in the country, for a 
political and government alternative. We must begin to 
experiment with the renewal of our organizational struc- 
ture to put a new and more diffused leadership function 
into place. 


The constituent must begin immediately, starting from 
the sections, in the cities, in the regions, bringing into 

existence and entering into a relationship with open 
committees and organizations that will be able to mect 
with all those who show a willingness and intention of 
participating in the constituent process, not just dis- 
cussing, but beginning to give life to molecules of a 
wide ~pread political and organizational initiative in the 
county. We will show, with deeds, that we intend to 
work for a mass political formation through a plan of 
action that will pursue objectives we have defined 
together and that responds to present needs spread 
throughout the country and to the interests, concerns, 
and proposals of which the women, men, and youth with 
whom we are entering into contact are the bearers. This 
great mass process must have as one of its special centers 
the workplace and the office. To this widespread and 
particularized commitment we must call the indepen- 
dent candidates elected on our slates to the national and 
local assemblies, and all those who are creating “the left 
of the associations” and various associative bodies 
linked to the prospect of the constituent. 


The constituent phase and the new political formation 
will have to acknowledge and give importance particu- 
larly to the full independence of women. This indepen- 
dence wili be truly such if it is not positioned in a parallel 
way alongside the project and the program of the new 
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political formation, but aims rather at occupying its 
center. In any event, it will be up to women themselves 
to decide on the time frames, the mczis’sties, the loca- 
tions, and the rules for thesr independence. The great 
process we intend to initiate, and that has already 
aroused such intense enthusiasm and widespread 
interest, 1s destined to constitute an important event on 
the road that will lead to the reform of politics in this 
country. For that reason we are accomplishing a respon- 
sible and useful deed for the totality of Italian society. 
We have entered into play with the goal of having all of 
our ethical and political potential work as a vivifying and 
dynamic element of a government alternative. This act 
of ours has given back, on an increasing part of the 
country, confidence in the concrete political possibility 
of a change. As has already een said, and as is now 
thought to be widely acknowledged and recognized, we 
put ourselves in play because of our perception of a 
general change in the world order, and certainly not in 
relation to the collapse of the countries of the East. 


This is a situation. a circumstance, of historic propor- 
tions that concerns not just us. Everybody, as a matter of 
fact, is in play, everybody has to enter into play, must 
change, even though the reasons for changing may not be 
the same for all: the responsibilities and the nx. its are of 
a diflerent neture for each one. The end of ihe Yalta 
arrangements and bipolarism and the dissolution of the 
communist-anticommunist opposing positions that 
characterized the long period of the cold war are climi- 
nating what was historically the fundamental ideological 
glue of the DC and its profitable posttion—namely, 
aniicommunism. Of this, moreover, the Cliristian Dem- 
ocrats and the whole Cathiic-<democratic area seem to 
begin to be aware. It 1s in thus key, also, that we can read 
what is happening today in the DC, that we can interpret 
its internal trouble. The need to resolve the dilemma the 
DC is faced with, according to our analysis in the 18th 
Congress, is being confirmed in an inescapable manner. 


To renew itself truly, | said at the 18th Congress, the DC 
should consider itself the principal actor in the building 
of a system of alternation, it should have the courage to 
put into play its relationship with society on the basis of 
atrogram. The outcome of the 18th Congress of the DC 
marks the end of an ambiguity, opens up a vacuum, and 
raises, | said, a great problem for the more advanced and 
democratic components of that party. We shal! see, | 
added—and it is still today one of the principal ques- 
tions regarding the new political phase that is opening 
up—we shall see whether those components will, by 
resolving the ambiguity, be able to accept the challenge 
of the alternative, opposing the choice that prevails now 
in the DC, one that entrusts to that party a role intended 
to perpetuate the balances and the mechanisms of the 
present system, and hence a role of conservativism. The 
ambiguity of a peaceful settlement of that dilemma ts no 
longer sustainable because Christian Democratic cen- 
trality as the linchpin of the political system 1s no longer 
sustainable, is historically obsolete. 
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The DC cannot fail to make itself ready to be a part, a 
pole, foreseeably an important and significant but not an 
all-inclusive one, of Italian political life. What has hap- 
pened in recent weeks within the DC with the separation 
of components of the left from the unity of the majority 
is a confirmation of our analysis. There is a sense of a 
profound unhappiness in the country, and in particular 
in the Catholic sector, in which a high programmatic 
vision of politics appears as incluctable. This sense has 
an echo in the attitude of the Christian Democratic left, 
which is probably caused by two concerns: that of not 
accepting the processes of institutional detenoration 
(and in this sense their attitude on the crucial question of 
freedom of information and the new attention paid to 
institutional reform are significant), and at the same 
time that of not letting the DC lose its capacity for 
relating to the worries, to the dissatisfaction, and to the 
most active movements of the Catholic area. We are 
dealing here with legitimate concerns, which, if experi- 
enced in a logical way, can open up areas for a compe. 
tition on content, a “nvalry” in the interpretation of 
dynamic and progressive sectors of society. We are 
dealing with a possibility that will be evaluated and 
measured on the basis of consistency among values, 
programs, and effective decisions. 


Because of all of this, we reconfirm two convictions we 
have. The first is that, especially today, it 1s not a matter 
of placing ourselves in between anti-Christian Demo- 
crats and anticommunists. Just as it does not make sense 
to be antisocialists. Our opposition to the DC is one 
against precise program choices and a power system that 
paralyzes political debate. The second conviction 1s that 
the alternative implies, in any case, a strategic relocation 
of all of the forces of progress, and that the distinctions 
among conservatives, moderates, and reformers are des- 
tined to cut across the present alignments and create 
previously unseen majority groupings and new minority 
groupings, and, we think, new political forces. Obvi- 
ously, if a prospect of this kind arouses hopes, it also 
arouses fears and repugnance. This involves attitudes 
that, although understandable, are nonetheless not very 
forward-looking because they do not see what a great 
event a peaceful, democratic, pluralistic evolution in our 
political life would be, one based on an encounter 
between reversible program alternatives. This is a step 
forward that is now abundantly mature and necessary if 
we do not want to see deteriorative and paralyzing things 
happen in our political life through its separation from 
the demands of society, if we do not want to run the risk 
of fragmentation, unraveling, and even of kinds of 
ideological confrontation not seen up to now. 


If all of that is to be avoided, if a future of progress is to 
be ensured in Italy, a dynamic open politics of encounter 
On programs must be affirmed. An encounter, a compe- 
tition, at the end of which, as | emphasized before, there 
are no winners who can trample on the values, the ideas, 
and the nights of those who will be in the opposition. A 
prospect of this kind demands three conditions: a 
maturing of the situation through civil, social, and mass 
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area of the left. These three aspects must always be taken 
together. The new political formation, as we consider it, 
will not presume to encompass in itself the entire left. It 
intends rather to repropose and relaunch, on different 
foundations, the encounter with the PSI. As far as 
relationships with the PSI are concerned, our whole 
policy derives from one perspective: that of promoting 
an ever broader and more consistent reformist unity. 


There 1s no doubt that, while its participation in a 
government coalition that is increasingly static and 
lacking in breadth allows the PSI to enjoy the advantage 
of profiting from its position, it is causing not a few 
difficulties for the party that seem destined to increase. 
We perceive in that party a malaise, an understandable 
uneasiness with regard to its present position in the 
government, and some uncertainty about its prospects. 
Is the PSI able, will it decide, to take a new road, going 
beyond the line of participating in government and 
beyond the defense of a profitable position that is now 
proving unsustainable? We belicve that the PSI also 
must feel that it is in play, that it must take some steps. 
And, while the question we raise is, naturally, the busi- 
ness of that party, we will follow its eventual decisions in 
this matter with respect and attentiveness. As far as we 
are concerned, we have not chosen the perspective of 
socialist unity. We think that there are still political and 
program reasons that argue in favor of pluralism within 
the left. We think, further, that a process of recomposi- 
tion of the forces of the left cannot be based on the 
reconsideration of ancient divisions and schisms. these 
being in our opinion wounds that have been scarred 
over, but it demands rather a political and program 
encounter on the future, on Italy, on the Europe we want 
to build, an encounter that cannot but conduct us 
beyond the traditional rivalry between the communist 
movement and the socialist movement. 


There are in the field today, as | have said, components 
of the Christian, democratic, and radical trad: tions and 
of the environmentalist and Green sensibilities that can 
cooperate in an entirely new way in the defining of a new 
left in Italy and in Europe. At the same time, we are 
aware that in the changed international political pan- 
orama the presence of another great democratic and 
reformist popular force that also belongs to the Socialist 
International could pose a new problem in relationships 
on the left. It could create not old but new reasons for 
rivalry and, at the same time, accentuate the difficulties 
that arise from a different positioning as regards the 
government. We do not want these concrete risks to 
become more important than the possibilities for a 
constructive encounter. To keep that from happening. 
however, a renewed desire for unity on everybody's part 
is necessary. The first steps in this direction must be 
decisively taken: those of a closer coming together on 
program that ought to make it possible to identify the 
options available for a reform government program. A 


common search relative to the prospect for institutional 
reform could be particularly significant, a prospect that 
ought to be expressed in an organic design contemplating 
a proper balance among the various powers. 


In creating the conditions for a programmatic alterna- 
tive, and im the context of a different institutional 
framework, mani possibilities could be studied for 
closer relationships among the various forces of the left, 
and between us and the PSI, that would make possible a 
distinction between the sphere of the party and that of 
institutional representation. We could discuss possible 
agreements and program and clectoral pacts, and do this 
precisely for the purpose of clearing away, naturally on 
condition that clear programmatic bases are established, 
the disadvantages of an intense rivalry and clectoral 
fragmentation in the area of the lefi. 


In recent days new attitudes have been evidenced on the 
part of the PSI that we want to take seriousiy into 
consideration. We believe that our doubts relative to the 
proposal for “socialist unity” have elicited several expia- 
nations we intend to think over. 


In this regard, | think the statement made yesterday by 
Craxi in the PSI Directorate is interesting in the part 
where the need to pursue “a unity respectful of differ- 
ences, of diverse contributions, of diverse experiences 
and traditions” 1s emphasized. 


However, such a framing of the question ought to 
eliminate at the roots a search for hegemonies and of 
rebalancings in the left. On the contrary, it ought to make 
the entire left go ahead. 


We, too, therefore ask that our comments concerning the 
making of great decisions that put at risk not only the 
PC! but also the entire lefi, and that tend to redefine the 
very characteristics of a new left not limited to its 
socialist roots, be evaluated seriously and with respect. 
This involves viewpoints and problems that are not 
intended to close, but rather to open, in the first place 
together with the PSI, a common strategic study that we 
are disposed to launch with frankness and sincerity. 


Of course, this does not involve proposals for the imme- 
diate future but possibilities to think about, that would 
in any case require, beyond the necessary institutional 
reform, a genuine programmatic convergence to be 
effected not just at the leadership levels of the party but 
also in the body of society and the totality of the left. 
Such a prospect demands, in any case, that the PSI 
identify in the new political formation we intend to 
create not a cause for concern but an opporiunity for a 
constructive encounter and the realization of reform 
politics. A great man prompted us to do this, one dear to 
us all to whom we address here a last emotional salute. 
The one who prompted us to do this was Pertini, who 
loved Berlinguer like a son, and who always fought for 
the unity of all the forces of progress. We will pay 
attention, in any event, to concrete visible acts that 
signal a reversal of direction, beginning with the coming 
administrative elections. We intend, in fact, to put the 
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teri be given hemeg oo 
with the ethical question, in the councils having major- 
ities of the left. 


accompanies every renewal decision, gn yng 


though, that we can say that these have also 
months in the course of which a great debate 
place in the whole party, months that have 
marked by an extraordinary democratic experi- 
. one that was the center of attention for the whole of 
ian society. In the course of this experience our party 
an important transformation has already 
place, with our free and open discussion something 
new has already been realized. | believe that this 
be considered a merit of the proposal | made to the 
party, and that it was also a merit of all of you who have 
expressed yourselves on that proposal, even in different 
ways and through opposing platforms. The party was 
called upon to decide in a direct way, and without the 
mediation of any leadership clement, on a choice of 
fundamental importance, a determinative choice as 
regards our future. Democratic centralism is now behind 
us. This is already a significant result that can make us all 
stronger in our commitment and our democratic 
struggle. In the course of this report, as you have been 
able to sec, | have tried to bear in mind the meaning and 
the value of not only criticisms and concerns, but also of 
the proposals and suggestions in the other two motions. 
I have thus been enabled to enrich and enlarge upon the 
character of the proposal submitted to the party. | am 
profoundly convinced that democracy is also the 
capacity for listening, for mutual listening. Thus, | have 
tried, in a debate that was at times sharp and tough, to 
hear what it was essential to hear, letting slide everything 
that might have wounded or appeared lacking in gener- 
osity. I took into account the significance that it was 
desired should be given to the subject of the future of 
communism, putting it, as was natural, in the political 
perspective of which I am convinced. I found a place, 
again in the framework of that viewpoint, for suggestions 
for a common program, and | believe that we found 
ourselves in agreement on the identity of a party not only 
programmatic but the bearer of ideals and values. Now 
we all have to get used to living together with the 


ZEEER TET’ 
at Tiss 


questions that an extraordinary congress was requested. 


The need and the request for this congress came from the 


conviction that the importance of the proposal put 
forward made an immediate pronouncement by the 


decide, with 

opening of a constituent phase. Such a decision will 
enable us to put the emphasis on contents, on further 
programmatic, conceptual, and political 
is obvious that we will not leave the congress with two 
currents, one a yes and one a no, since those two 
components had their motivation and basis in the 
encounter that will resolve itself in a few days. There will 
remain open a debate among different positions, some of 
which, as I mentioned, existed before this congress; other 
differences may come about on an entirely new plane, 
the one that will open up with the constituent. There 
may also remain open—and it is probable that this will 
happen, but it is certainly not up to me to settle it—an 
argument resulting from the one that enlivened the 
encounter between the yeses and the noes. The debate 
during the next several days will serve to clarify the 
terms and the importance of this argument, which must 
also find expression in the course of the constituent. The 
forming of frozen majority and minority currents would 
be an entirely different matter. It would be unpleasant— 
I do not say, in principle, inadmissible—but unpleasant 
and harmful if there were any systematically negative 
attitudes. 


I think that the right attitude to take is that of recog- 
nizing the sovereignty of congresses, especially of this 
congress that will end in a few days and will commit us 
to work immediately to bring the constituent of the new 
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politscal formation to life. The true guaranice of democ- 
racy ts not found in formal documents but in that mutual 
respect and trust that is born of democracy—that is, 
from the honesty of a process that assures us that the 
characteristics, the nature, the fundamental program of 
the pew political formation, the great process of reestab- 
lishment for which we have all been have called to work 
from the moment when, at the end of the congress, it will 
become the party line, were not predetermined and 
prearranged. And | want to say further, with extreme 
frankness, that if motives of revenge and obstructionist 
attitudes were to prevail, they would damage the whole 
party. But a prospect of that kind ts certainly not in the 
minds of the comrades who have fought the battle of the 
congress, all being determined, | am sure, to commit 
themselves, cach one in his own position, for the party 
and for the left. Of course, the sovereignty of this 
congress and the commitments that flow from it cannot 
im any way annul the sovereignty of the next congress. It 
will not be a juridical problem but a political problem, 
one that is in the hands of cach one of us, to decide the 
failure or the success of a great enterprise such as the one 
we intend to embark upon. 


Of course, it will be our task to create the conditions for 
a great success for all of us and for Italian democracy. 
The decision we submitted to the party was whether or 


proceed having well in mind everything that we are, the 
value of our historical experience, the importance that it 
has had in the development of Italian democracy. We 
have all honored the name of our party as well as our 
own in being Communists. I have nothing to add in that 
regard to what | said at the 18th Congress. The values 
that are inscribed on the communist horizon, which I 
have already mentioned, belong to us all, or rather they 
go beyond us, for they have become the patrimony of 
other ideal and political paths. They are values that we 
have respected and made to come alive in our historical 


munist movement, by its concept, historically deter- 
mined, of the party, power, and the state, and by how 
that movement as a matter of fact operated. 


A close study of these facts taken all together must make 
us aware that it is precisely by virtue of our originality 
that we can do in Italy what it has not been possible to do 
elsewhere, that we can, as communists, sow a live seed in 
the furrow of history. We can put our ideal and political 
patrimony at the service of a new enterprise, a new force 
of the left. We do not therefore feel the need to dissolve 
but to be reborn, to make our patrimony bear fruit by 
transferring it and enriching it in a renewed political 
formation. How can anyone think that there are those 


who might want i to be possible for everything that we 
are, »n Italy, here in Bologna and in Emilia, bere om this 


different plane, to change the course of Italian polstics, to 
give Italy different options, to bring the Iefi to the 

of the country, to contribute to the creation 
of a new world order. That 1s why we must all be careful: 
To change the name it would certainly not be worthwhile 


On the other hand, concerns about a possible develop- 
ment of forms of exaggerated leadership should not push 
us toward olt ical arrangements that would dissipate 


the results of the great democratic experience we have 
had with this Unitary direction of the party 
cannot mean comradeship, but rather 


with respect to the membership, with respect to the 
electorate, with respect to all citizens, who are neces- 
sarily affected by the consequences of a consistently 
pursued political direction. 


To the principle of responsibility there corresponds the 
democratic principle of the revocability of the mandate 
of leadership grours. In saying this | am inspired with 
great confidence. ' am convinced that the political and 
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* Tortorella Presents ‘Moderate’ 2d Motion 
WOES0636A Milan L’UNITA in Italian 
9 Mar 90 pp 15-16 


{Address by Aldo Tortorella, president of the PCI 


[Text] In his speech to the 19th Congress of the PCI 
{Itahan Communist Party], introducing Motion 2, Aldo 
Tortorella addressed the issucs as follows: The task 
before this congress 1s to look ahead, into the future, into 
the responsibilities incumbent on us because of what we 
are and what we represent in the scenario that is 
unfolding in Europe and the world. Since the beginning 
of thes debate, it has been evident that this new reality is 
demanding of everyone, and hence of us, an intelligent 
reaction, a valid response—in sum, a profound and real 
innovativencess. 


FBIS- WEL -90-082-S 
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it was m this spirit that we listened to Comrade 
Occhetto's address yesterday. and to the answers given to 
questions raed by us, and not only by ws. lt was im the 
spirit, to be more cxaci. of one who has been and is 


First of all, our debate has warranted a positive cvalua- 
tion. The party has had to face up to the need to make a 
severe choice. I know of no political force that would 
have been able to conduct itself with such vigor and 


And it 1 the concensus that this has been a nich and 
fruitful debate. But what kind of a debate would it have 
been without the opposition’ Where there was no oppo- 
sition, there was less participation, and the number of 
members voting was smaller. And, in this way, we also 
demonstrated that it was and is entirely possible to 
change and renew our party, in step with reality, without 
changing its name’ 
Nevertheless, | don't believe, as some seem to think, that 
dissent per se is in itself a valuc, and in no way do I regret 
having always participated, to the extent | could, im the 
unitary effort that has characterized the life of our party. 
That unitary effort 1s now being deprecated by some and 
defined by them as wnanimism for the sake of appear- 
ances. Truc, transforming unity into a fetish leads to 
ee te a ee ee 
that idea of unity gave way long ago to open-minded 
and laic searching. No one was empowered to 
and no one has prevented, the presenting of di or 
opposing positions if there was with the 
majority. Anyone wishing to do so could do so and has 
done so. There have also been those in the recent pasi, as 
well, who have loudly proclaimed their dissent and their 
counterproposals, and they have been mght in doing so, 
whatever their counterproposals. Wrong, on the other 
hand, are those who have remained silent and perhaps 
have accepted important responsibilities and honors 
from a party they claim today to despise because of its 
history. 


Open debate, therefore, the entrusting of decision- 
making to a vote, the coming out of majorities and 
minorities into the open—none of these are a source of 
worry. If anything, we can well regret our not having 
insisted even carlier on clear-cut airings with respect to 
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objective, as we are constantly being reminded, of gen- 
erating private wealth and public poverty, at the expense 
of the taxpayers. 


Berlusconi would not have been able to carry on without 
the needed legislative vacuum, just as FIAT would not 
have been able to scale new heights without the support 
of a dedicated public policy. And thus was Scalfari also 
able to rediscover Meckie Messer, whom he evidently 
had not studied very carefully when he was young. 


This explains the viscidity of political power, which is 
able to trade effectively on its many-colored electoral 
majority, in an advantageous exchange, the burden of 
which is becoming unduly heavy and is being borne 
principally by the employed workers—and particularly 
by the blue-collar sector. 


The central problem for us, as for every other truly leftist 
party, is that, at a certain point, essential aspects of the 
culture and of the platform of the Western left—of which 
we have not been a part only since our second to last 
congress—have run into difficulties, and that, as a result, 
the Western left’s social bloc has been deteriorating. 
Why not acknowledge that our difficulties coincide, 
albeit with all of their obvious differences, with those of 
great parties such as the British Labour Party and the 
German Social Democratic Party? Forgetting this reality 
means abandoning a Eurcnean view, opting for a con- 
traction and an impoverish>e of our entire effort. 


The incongruities and crisis of the social state, the new 
contradictions that are arising from development, such 
as that of the ecology, or are making themselves felt as a 
result of cultural advancement, such as that of sexual 
discrimination, new productive methods, and the forrias 
assumed by capitalist restructurings: All of these have 
taken the Western left as a whole by surprise. And it 
befell us as well, at the time of our greatest success, in the 
mid-1970's, to run on the basis of a badly outdated and 
inadequate reformist culture. Then, as well, there was 
much talk of a platform. And we proposed one of the 
many that followed. And then, as well, the view was 
propounded, and justly so, that we must prove ourselves 
imbued with a true sense of state as an institution, of 
government as a responsibility. And we did so, even 
asking solemn sacrifices of our people. 


That experience is in no way to be regretted, but it does 
remind us that the true test of a pla*form for the political 
alternative is not its all-comprehensiveness, its encyclo- 
pedic character, the impression it conveys of being more 
identifiable with the centrist or moderate forces in a case 
involving support or mediation of powerful interests. 
The task—a quite arduous, difficult, and complex one to 
achieve—is to fashion an alliance among the weak sec- 
tors and fragments of strong sectors of the society. But 
this goal cannot possibly be attained without a platform 
marked by real democratic contrariety capable of ral- 
lying principally the social strata and classes that fee! the 
need for change, that support, more or less knowledga- 
bly, the need for criticism of the present state of things. 


There must be an opposition party and a government 
party. It has been said over and over again, as always. To 
this must be added, however, that a platform for gov- 
erning, and one for implementation in socictal matters, 
cannot be two diverse things. 


It has been said with respect to our motion that the 
criticism it contains regarding the gap between words 
and deeds on major social issues smacks of the outdated 
spirit of agitation. If anything, the warning it conveys is 
too mild: What is happening in the metalworking facto- 
nes as regards relations between unions and workers is 
indicative of a deep crisis. The mutual independence of 
action between union and party is beyond dispute. But a 
popular party with a broad base of blue-collar and 
white-collar workers cannot hope to return to the \op 
without relating to the problems of the workplace. How 
can we fail to see that the problems of the labor move- 
ment concern us and must involve us at close hand? The 
result of the European elections was partly owing to the 
positive reawakening of the issue of the rights being 
denied to workers at FIAT, the issue of compulsory 
military service, and the issue of “tickets” [English word 
in current use in Italy to denote that portion of the 
medical and pharmaceutical expenses borne by the 
patient under the Italian Government-administered 
socialized health-care plan; also used in similar connec- 
tions with other social programs]. 


A Platform Built on Social Issues 


This does not mean giving wry to a half-baked, losing 
view that does nothing more than propound the need to 
struggle. The struggle itself needs a coherent platform as 
a base. But if the platform is thought of as something that 
must come from on high, the results are likely to be those 
we see today among the meialworkers: five months of 
debate at the top to come up with a platform, three weeks 
at the base to decide. And it was rejected. 


A coherent platform for the country and for the govern- 
ment means a platform built on social issues. It means 
doing away with the idea that the parties are the trustees 
of the public interest. They can become so, but in an 
ongoing airing of issues with society, to rediscover at 
every opportunity what issues must necessarily be of 
general interest. Of course, this does not mean agrecing 
with any and all movements. But it does mean, first and 
foremost, having a look at them, recognizing them. How 
long has it taken us, this time around, to understand 
what actually underlies the student movement? It does 
not spring from incomprehension of a good law, or of the 
university and higher learning as a good concept. It 
expresses a protest against the absence of farsightedness 
and serious thought in the consideration being given to 
that very great and, today, fundamental productive force 
that higher learning is. It expresses the malaise of a 
generation that is about te enter a society that is ser- 
ously lacking in democracy and the innovativeness of the 
left. We talk a lot about the Mezzogiorno. But this 
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movement erupted in the Mezzogiorno. It expresses fear 
of renewed disenfranchisement aind proposes an alterna- 
tive line. 

I have touched on some issues of substance. But, some 
say, they will be addressed by the “costituente™ [pro- 
posed new-party constituent phase or committee], on 
which we must get going. | won't repeat that we could 
just as well have addressed them before now. What | do 
propose is that we now face up to and launch an honest 
attack on these issues on substantive grounds. | submit 
meanwhile that, if the problem was and remains that of 
substance, there was and is no need to change symbol 
and name. 


Actually, the idea of a new political organization was 
proposed on the basis of potential convergences with 
other forces and new voices of the left. Occhetto’s 
statement of purpose could not in any way, of course, 
change the facts that we already knew. 


Far be it from me to underestimate the value of the 
independent left or of other friends, but certainly we are 
not talking of something significantly new. 


The problem is not only that a left that is already 
full-grown and fully tested is unable to cover its lack of 
valid voices. The real issue is the political onentation 
manifested by many of these respectable persons. Even 
aside from their attitude—at times inadmissible— 
toward the Communists, a streak prevails among many 
of them that has nothing in common with that popular 
party, that party of appeal to the masses, that party of the 
workers, that has been described here. 


No one underestimates the value of the civil battle the 
radicals have waged. But even a significant eclectoval 
understanding is difficult to achieve, as the hassle over 
the Abruzzi electoral lists showed. Is it realistic to count 
on the possibility of a common party”? And, if so, on the 
basis of what mutual support? 


1 see neither realism nor a future in a road such as this, 
also because the real issue remains that of our relation- 
ship with the other pariy of the Italian left. 


Embarking on the forming of a new political party, a 
party yet to be defined and characterized, will but lead in 
full to that vacillation that has already partially mani- 
fested itself here, between angry polemics bent on dis- 
tancing the specter of “omologazione™ [literally, 
homologation, dialectically, becoming clones of the gov- 
erning majority for the sake of “type approval”) and 
“cedimenti™ [literally, yieldings, dialectically, on princi- 
ples for the sake of leftist unity] that become inevitable 
when one goes so far as to negate all one's reasons for 
being. 

It is only right to aspire to a wide-ranging reformative 
unity. Prt 9 serious debate cannot be premised solely on 
the issue of the “dividends of position” enjoyed by the 
PSI [Italian Socialist Party], ignoring the diversity of the 
strategy that has governed the policy of that party and its 
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choices. What fruits can confrontational dialogue yield if 
the real points of controversy that have divided us these 
many years and those that divide us even now are 
ignored? Mutual respect and, above all, our duty to the 
country demand of us that we come to grips with our 
differences, inasmuch as it is, I believe, certainly not on 
the basis of whim that each of the two parties has chosen 
its respective policy line on the issues on which dissen- 
sion is wide—for example, that concerning the war on 
drugs, but also including the institutional one. But we 
have not demonized direct election [by popular vote] of 
the head of state, or, for that matter, presidential gov- 
ernment, but this is an issue that calls for a rehash of all 
of our institutional checks and balances. The call for the 
revival of regionalism, however, which is common to us 
both, is not the same thing. Why not, then, pick up again 
the proposal for an agenda that puts all concrete issues to 
debate? To begin with—and assuming, of course, that 
neither of us has in mind secking mutual abjurations— 
this means putting aside all ideas of hegemonic ascen- 
dancy and addressing the issues from the standpoint of a 
unitary search between forces that are diverse. Such a 
search could get off to an immediate and auspicious 
start. There is no question but that the left must advance 
together. Why can we not begin forging understandings 
together by way of administrative pacts wherever pos- 
sible? 


We cannot vacillate, however, between an authentic 
unitary research and proposals such as that of an clec- 
toral law resembling the British one, which would erase 
all differences at one fell swoop, reducing the dialectic to 
just two poles. This is absurd—perhaps | should say 
dangerous—in a democratic system that is nckety and 
characterized by so many deep-rooted cultural beliefs 
and political currents of thought, and in which such a law 
would drastically reduce representation. 


Yes, it is time for the forces of the lefi to unite and put 
forth their candidacy for the governing role. But the 
people must first understand why there is a need for the 
political alternative. Today, the PSI can say that it 
participates in the government to guarantee governance 
But, to assert the need for the alternative, we must agree 
that, yes, the left must participate in the government, but 
to change things! 


This will impart significance to the possible search for 
and construction of a common platform among the 
forces that propose themselves as a governing alterna- 
tive, and that want to avoid being an incoherent and 
possibly even more quarrelsome lot than the five-party 
governing coalition 1s today. 


Would a vague new political organization to be, con- 
sisting of ourselves and an agglomeration of leftist 
“clubs” [English word used in Italian political discourse 
to denote small groupings seen as potential embryos of 
political parties or movements], really do a better job 
and embody a greater capacity for the penetration and 
action needed to achieve these difficult objectives” | do 
not believe so. 
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This is why we have battled and are battling for a party 
that is authentically of the left. We are divided not over 
just any problem such that we could calmly say: Let's 
patch this one up and divide over some future issue. We 
are divided on the problem of what a party of the left 
really is, beginning with our own. We are divided over 
the fact that what we deem to be more useful to the 
Italians is not a political force of the left that is identical 
with others already in the arena, but rather a political 
force of the left that will develop a strong democratic 
opposition force, a strong reformative platfi--—™, a crit- 
ical interpretation of society. This is why we have 
defended our symbolic referents [as published], our 
name, and our flag. Yes. This name has been dishon- 
ored—but by others. It is they who must change. 


A party of the left as we have understood it is, yes, a 
party with a platform, a party that is able to achieve 
apparently minor reforms, reforms for efficiency. But it 
cannot avoid also being a party that represents the weak 
and suffering sectors of society and the sector whose 
ascent is being stymied by the powerful economic, polit- 
ical, and media interests. It also cannot avoid being a 
party that provides these sectors with the political mili- 
tancy they need to maintain constant pressures, with an 
association that is capable of pressing their needs at 
governmental policy levels. And that is not all. We 
believe that an opposition party of the left must also, and 
decidedly, be a party of high ideals and high-minded 
goals of the left. 


The high-minded goals are not ideological. We have long 
since become a laical party, not an ideological onc. 


Ever since Togliatti recast the PCI, it has attracted 
membership not because of an ideology but because of 
its political platform. References to Marxism and 
Leninism as checkpoints, which had become fossilized 
remains, were climinated from our bylaws through Ber- 
linguer’s initiative. An ideology is a totalizing, coherent, 
philosophically univocal view of the world, of mankind, 
and of its history, and, in Marxist doctrine, it is purely 
and simply a false awsreneness. If we had been of that 
cut, we would have been swept away, just as so many 
other Western parties carrying our same name have 
been. The mainstay of our culture has long been utterly 
laical thought, at first confined within a historicist frame 
of reference, but later opened to a realistic and critical 
analysis of society: and it is because of this that we were 
able to effect our most recent rebound. We could not 
possibly have received the votes we did without a broad 
consensus among the Catholics, and without a Catholic 
presence in our rank and file and within our leadership. 
We did not wait until this congress to develop among us 
the broadest possible admixture of diverse and even 
conflicting cultural, ideological, and philosophical posi- 
tions. And now that we have cleared away the barriers, 
suffice it to look around and see the cultures present 
among us here now. And this is as it should be, now and 
in the future. We did not just begin today saying that we 
needed to open all of our doors and windows. 


But the concourse we seck cannot come about on the 
basis of a platform alone, as it does in the case of an 
electoral ballot. This precisely has been the error of the 
policy our party has long practiced, which has been 
based on a concept of socialism that was not ours and 
that was never clearly and definitively replaced by the 
new sense that had been given to the words communism 
and socialism not only by Gramsci's writings, but also by 
our own concrete experience, the repudiation of other 
experiences, by critical analysis of our own praxis. 
Increasingly, those words have taken on for us not the 
meaning of a historical goal, but that of an incentive toa 
critical reading of society, that of a resiiveness with 
respect to the abyss between reality and predicated 
values. And this is why we speak of restructuring our 
aims as moral reflections, as precepts intended for our- 
selves as militants, but not as a design to be imposed on 
society or as the criteria of truth. 


We Cannot Abjure Our Critical Culture 


High-minded aims are necessary because they give a 
political force an imprint and a standing. They are the 
conscience and the ethos of politics. They impose con- 
straints on the political praxis. They give politics a 
meaning, a conscience, the guaranty of being an activity 
that is not arbitrarily movable and superficial, not 
merely pragmatic. And even a party that is solely prag- 
matic is not devoid of aims: Mentally, it either ends up 
adopting as its own the aims of the existing social system, 
or it conceives as its aim the wiciding of power and ever 
more power. 


A party of the left cannot avoid being identified as a 
party that draws its inspiration from an antidogmatic 
and critical culture that is scientifically aware of eco- 
nomic, social, and human realities. From this standpoint 
as well, criticism of ideology must not be taken for 
abjuration of a political culture and moral commitment. 
What we must vow now to oppose with aversion is the 
separation between the morality of private aims and the 
morality of ends that should inspire the political praxis. 
The infenor Machiavellian dichotomization of means 
and end has now become revolting to everyone. 


Reference is being made to cracking the political unity of 
the Catholics, to easing the way for an electoral shift to 
the left by the Catholics. As to the characteristics of the 
crisis that is manifesting itself today between one sector 
of the Catholic “area” [dialectically: political groupings 
Or aggregation(s) thereof] and the Christian Democratic 
Party, there is need for a differentiated analysis. In 
particular, | sense inexactness in what some have writ- 
ten—in our own newspaper as well—to the effect that 
the shift of the DC's left wing to a position of internal 
opposition has been largely a repercussion of the shock 
imparted to the political system by our party's proposed 
change of course. Actually, the DC lefi wing's decision 
stems from other factors: The facts show that it is the 
almost inevitable resul: of the hardening of the 
Andreotti-Forlani right wing's attitude and of the 


present administration's policy 
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It is true, however, that, partly also because of the defeats 
suffered, a debate has opened among the democratic- 
Catholicist sectors inside and outside of the DC; and it is 
true that the shift to the right by the DC's Forlani, Gava, 
and Andreotti forces has resulted in heightened political 
exposure for the variegated Catholic archipelago that, in 
recent years, has undergone differentiation into 
numerous cultural quesis and into “associationist” and 
“voluntarist™ groups. 


But what do these sectors seek? It seems to me that what 
they seek is—and regardless of name—not simply a more 
or less new political organization into which they can 
move. Even assuming a prior achievement of political 
unity, the active participation of Catholics in another 
political organization remains a problematical question 
that can be resolved only by a long-drawn-out process, 
and not just by any improvised expedient. The demands 
their incorporation places on us are others. 


The first is a more incisive and coherent approach to 
creating that institutional framework and political lead- 
ership needed for the nurturing of the objectives to 
which so many of these groups have chosen to commit 
themselves, the first and foremost being disarmament, 
support of the Third and Fourth Worlds, and solidarity 
with the latter. The second demand—not separable from 
the first—is a more clear-cut and more rigorous relation- 
ship between political praxis and ethical conscience. 


After all, it is significant that never have as many 
Catholics felt as close to our party as during our Ber- 
linguer years—and yet for none of them was the Com- 
munist name an issue. And the reason was his view of 
politics, his spirit of opposition to an unjust society, his 
call for moral uprightness. Of course, there is interest 
today on the part of the Catholics in a future course that 
signifies a wiping out of any and all residues of an 
ideological and totalizing view of the party, of all barriers 
to other cultures, and, in particular, to those with reli- 
gious leanings. 

But, even when interest is manifested in the debate that 
has opened within our party, that interest is accompa- 
nied by fear that abandonment of our communist 
leaning will signify a lowering of moral determination 
and commitment, a yielding to a view of politics as a 
technique, a giving in to the leanings of the laical and 
radical parties. Only a strong political culture, able to 
come to grips with the major challenges and major issues 
of our time, can provide the terrain for a fruitful dialogue 
with the Catholic area. And this brings us back to the 
problem of the party, the problem of its oppositional 
character. 


The fact is that even the renewing of our political culture 
over the past several years has encountered an obstacle— 
also with respect to demands they long ago proposed and 
elaborated on—in the perpetuation of an old party 
structure, an old party form, that dates back not only to 
communist tradition but also to the tradition of the 
socialist parties of the Second International. On this 
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score, there are delays, weaknesses, and inconsistencies 
that we must all recognize. Actually, we have done very 
little to correct them, even along the guidelines laid 
down by the 18th Congress. On the contrary, work 
toward this end has been inte. rupted even before it could 
begin by the constituent-phase proposal. 


The issue proposed by the congress produced a majority 
and two minorities. 

And, in this debate, not only single voices but also areas 
and cultural leanings have emerged, within the bounds of 
Motion | as well, that it would now be absurd to deny or 
disdain. It would seem sound to me to develop togeth- 
erness and dialogue. If we want democracy to live and 
radicalize on the whole, and if we don not want to end up 
with a mess, the rights and responsibilities of each must 
be clearly defined. Think what the crucial test we are 
now traversing would have been had we not introduced 
into our bylaws the rule that, within the party and 
through its own resources, differences of opinion, if they 
exist, can and must be developed. 


The revision and recasting of the party form, the 
building of new structures characterized by democratic 
representation, with roots also in new sectors of the 
world of the workers and of society, is today indispens- 
able in order to give new vitality to the idea of a political 
alternative, to prevent the party—any party—from 
becoming a mere function of the mass media, compelled 
to choose between one and the other of Italy's old bosses. 


But this will require radical reforms. As for party form, I 
hope we will have occasion to debate it in more detail in 
the coming months. We have advanced detailed pro- 
posals: elimination of “verticismo™ [delegation of deci- 
sionmaking powers to a few top-echelon leaders, 
bypassing the base and intermediate levels], which serves 
only as a vehicle for the handing down of ideology and 
command decisions, recognition by leaders at all levels 
of the partiality that derives from being a member of 
either sex; creation of a polycentric structure that can 
better represent the interests and needs of renewal that 
mature in a complex society. In our view, a clearer 
distinction is essential between party and representa- 
tives. The creating of that body that was called our 
shadow government should have had the result of 
bringing about this separation of functions. On this issue 
as well, we were unable to debate; but it 1s determinative 
for a renewal that is to go beyond words alone. Among 
other things, it must result in the elimination of all dual 
responsibilities. 

But, above all, more democratic give-and-take: hence, 
the structuring of units so as to not deny but rather to 
promote the political and cu'tural pluralism that must 
give inner life to a great democratic political organiza- 
tion. 

Thus, we come to a question that is of immediate 
concern. The issue before this congress bas produced a 
majority and two minorities. This fact must be taken 
cognizance of and its full significance understood if we 
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are to enter the debate on the merits of the new phase 
and bring to bear on it the mchness of the different 
positions that exist within our midst. 


Unity is an essential to the good; but it would now be 
hypocritical and self-defeating to think it and practice it 
without according recognition to dissent. Aside from 
this, it would seem absurd to me to dialogue with the 
“clubs” and clearly refuse to do so among ourselves. 


Democratic centralism, which we have eliminated both 
in principle and in practice, cannot be allowed to reenter 
through the window after we have expelled it through the 
door. Typical of this concept, which was ours, is the 
elimination with this congress of groupings or factions or 
areas that form for the purpose of congressional debate. 
These can come about; but they cannot be imposed or 
substituted by relationships that are not clear, not 
limpid. 

In the concourse of ideas that is about to open, if we do 
not wish to stymie the constituent process before it even 
begins, each position must contribute freely, and freely 
must the choices be made of the solutions that will 
appear the most desirable for the one to whom this 
process is beholden, whic!) can be none other than the 
PCI as a whole. The outcome, therefore, cannot be 
preordained. A mandate was requested and obtained, by 
a Majority vote, to open the constituent phase of a new 
political organization. But it was also voted that a new 
sovereign congress was to be held. What sovereignty 
would there be if its sole purpose were ratification? The 
very meaning of the term “political organization” elic- 
ited the most diverse interpretations, let alone its con- 
tent. Thus, a serious airing of opposing views and ideas 
among us is called for. No one can exclude the possibility 
of formation of a “ew majority and new minorities. This 
has already happened in many cases of policy decisions 
in many federations. Meanwhile, however, there is and 
there remains a diversity of views with respect to the 
original proposal, and we must not only ‘ive with this 
diversity but we must also settle it and build on it 
fruitfully. This is the task of the minority, which must 
approach it without delay, without resentment or spirit 
of revenge; but it is also, and in even greater measure, the 
task of the majority. Gramsci's letter of the 26th was 
indeed intended as a warning to the majority. 


The constituent process is not the sole issue. An acute 
political struggle is under way. The administrative elec- 
tions are imminent. And in the background there is the 
possibility of an early adjournment of the legislature. 
Therefore, the issue of the unitary leadership of the 
party, with all positions clarified, cannot be cluded. Of 
course, as some have suggested, the bypassing of the 
minority is a road that could be chosen. It could be, in 
the final analysis, an advantageous one, particularly for 
those on the outside who are watching and waiting. But 
it goes without saying: It would be a very dangerous one. 


I have concluded. You all know that I would have 
preferred an entirely different road to renewal. But at 


this point we must battle each other, here and now. I 
have faith in the wisdom and sense of responsibility of us 
all. After this congress, we must all go out together and 
solicit the votes we need to retain the democratic admin- 
istrations we now control and to win the new ones 
waiting to be built. Let us make this an advantageous 
battle for Italian democracy and for the Italian Commu- 
nist Party, bearing in mind that Italian democracy still 
has a vital need of this party. 


* Cossuta Presents 34 Motion of ‘No’ Front 
90ES0636B Milan L’UNITA in Italian 9 Mar 90 p 16 


[Address by Armando Cossutta, Italian senator and 
member of PCI [Italian Communist Party] Central Com- 
mittee, on introducing his Motion 3 at the party's 19th 


Congress of 7 March in Bologna] 


[Text] I listened to, then read, Occhetto’s address with 
the utmost attention. After three months of impassioned 
debate, | wanted, as do all of us, to understand the party 
secretary's position, since, to date, his majority has been 
controversial and, in many respects, unclear. | must 
recognize that finally we were told what it is that we 
intend to do, with whom, how, and when. And, frankly, 
after hearing and evaluating it all, I feel compelled to 
confirm that I do not agree. I believe that the proposal to 
dissolve the Italian Communist Party into a new polit- 
ical organization is without basis or even a serious, or for 
that matter, an acceptable rationale. 


The strength of numbers is on the side of Occhetto's 
proposal. True, 65 percent of the voters in the sectional 
congresses favored it. I had thought and hoped, however, 
that, for the sake of prudence, Occhetto would propose 
the question here. I have stated and restated, not by 
chance, that prudence is of the essence. And, indeed, 
even though the response to the debate 1s clear, there are 
some fundamental facts that cannot be ignored. 


In the first place, there is the fact that over a million 
party members have neither attended the congresses nor 
participated in the debate, nor voted. This is a fact that 
cannot, in any way, be ignored because the exact orien- 
tation of those comrades, who, after all, are in contact 
with the voters, is therefore unknown to us. 


Second, despite attendant difficulties that no one can 
pretend to be unaware of (and that are best passed over 
for love of party), over a third of those who did vote have 
in all good conscience expressed their opposition to the 
proposal. These are comrades who refuse to see the PCI 
{italian Communist Party] being dissolved and are 
firmly convinced that, whatever the circumstances, italy 
needs a communist organization in name and in fact. 
This +s for them a deeply rooted opinion, indeed a 
conviction, that is not easily revocable. 


But, Occhetto says, the congress is sovereign, and sover- 
cign are its decisions. Correct. In effect, no one contests 
the majority's right to proceed along the road it wishes to 
take. But, if the majority wants the entire party to go 
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along, it cannot presume to subject large masses of 
comrades to a foreordained decision. Occhetto, in his 
address, recognizes that the nature, characteristics, and 
strategy of the new party, of which he has nevertheless 
given a rather detailed prefiguration, cannot be prede- 
termined at this time: Rather, the constituent process is 
to determine all of this. But, unfortunately, he does not 
state what counts most in this case—namely, that the 
final result, taken as a whole, to which the constituent is 
to lead, must remain unprejudiced. This includes the 
hypothesis that a new party is to come to life. For the 
time being, this is only a hypothesis and should remain 
one even after the congress ends, and until the end of the 
process. Everything has yet to be defined: not only what 
the new party should be and should stand for, and how 
and with whom it should be formed, but, in the final 
analysis and not until then, whether a new party should 
indeed be created. 


On the other hand, I believe that, among the delegates 
and guests of this congress, no one thinks that a decision 
could be reached today to dissolve the Italian Commu- 
nist Party, even if that decision were to call for its 
implementation eight or nine months from now—not 
only because 18 percent of the membership (the actual 
percentage of voters, as a ratio of the party's total 
registered membership, who voted in favor of Motion |) 
would certainly not be enough to validate such a porten- 
tous decision, but also because no one can or will ever be 
able to arrogate to himself or herself to dissolve a party 
should another wish to keep it alive. Prudence, therefore, 
is of the essence. And it should be of the essence—at least 
if the aim is unitary leadership of the party. A minority 
as ample and as qualified as this, that does not agree with 
that foreordained outcome, cannot be asked—indeed, no 
one can presume to ask it—to take part in the constituent 
phase if that is to mean lowering its flags even before it 
starts, flags that, after all, are the PCI's very own. This 
would be a call not for unity but for submission, not for 
coresponsibility but for a kind of subordinated copart- 
nership of the losers with the winners. 


To all who ask if we agree with the necessity of a unitary 
leadership of the party, we answer that we not only agree 
but even emphatically demand it, as a need not only in 
general, but also specifically with respect to the 
impending elections and the very constituent phase 
itself—it being perfectly clear that unity is possible only 
by respecting the distinction between majority and 
minorities, only by fully respecting the differences and 
values contributed by the ideological and political cur- 
rents of thought that have found expression democrati- 
cally and fruitfully in this congress and that will do so in 
other congresses that may follow. 


By now, the existence of different factions is a reality, 
and it is here to stay. The time has come, and for this 
very congress, to recognize their characteristics and 
regulate their prerogatives, rights, and duties. It must be 
done openly and clearly. Experience teaches that this is 
the only true way, the definitive way, to guarantee 
genuine democratic proceedings within a pluralist party, 
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the only alternative to the dangers of cxclusivism and 
unbridied rule by the majority, which has rtself become a 
faction and, above all, believes itself to be the trustee, in 
all respects, of the party's decisional powers and political 
leadership. 


Returning to our objections, I confirm that I do not 
partake of Comrade Occhetto’s project, on its merits to 
begin with, let alone the course of action being proposed. 
I feel that the strongest criticism I can address to the 
secretary is that of his having diffused liberally, within 
the party and to public opinion, the illusion that this 
proposal will enable the unblocking of the political 
situation, which the DC [Christian Democratic Party] 
and its allies have dominated for 40 years, and that it will 
enable the left as a whole to come to power and govern 
the country. As if it has been our fault, the fault of our 
mistakes, our delays, that we have not succeeded thus far 
in coming to power. That there have been mistakes and 
delays, we agree, but alone they could not explain the 
causes of such longstanding contraricty, exclusion, and 
discrimination. As if all these years had gone by without 
the existence of De Gasperi, Scelba, Tambroni, Gelli, 
and Kissinger with his ambassadors. As if Aldo Moro 
had died in a travel accident. As if the Agnellis (Italy's 
many Agnellis) were as meek as the name they bear 
[literally: lambs]. As if anticommunism were owing to 
our name, our symbol, and not to the fact that a social, 
economic, and political bloc has wanted and still wants 
to bar from the government any prospect of change, the 
bearers of which we have been and are. This is the case, 
as everyone knows, not only here but, even now, in many 
parts of Europe and the world for other forces of progress 
and change as well that do not call themselves commu- 
nists. 


Our Mistakes Have Not Been Examined in Depth 


I don not know of a single Communist who docs not 
want to unblock the political situation and see us enter 
the government. But it is not very productive to pretend 
that we can achieve that aim simply by changing political 
makeup, unless our aim is to change our nature and our 
objectives to such an extent as to render our moderate 
and conservative wings superfluous. There is no ques- 
tion that, if we ourselves were to negate our reason for 
being, the road to government would be opened to us 
even now, but that would also be the road to our doom. 


The truth ts that throughout these past years we have had 
neither the will nor the know-how to conduct a searching 
and serious study of our mistakes and delays, of their 
causes and the ways to overcome them. We have instead 
been indulging in self-criticism that has often been 
ritualisticaliy ferocious but always perfunctory—in sum, 
window dressing. 


Why have we lost votes? Why have we been losing votes 
and support continuously since 1979? Our electoral 
crisis dates back to a period when neither the Polish 
crisis nor the Afghan one had even begun, when the 
storm in the East European countries had not yet 
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erupted. It dates back to when our policy began to be 
contested, not because of “coresponsibility” on our part 
for the crisis of the political systems headed by commu- 
nist parties elsewhere, but because of our direct respon- 
sibilities here at home with regard to Italy's problems. 
We have lost votes among all the social strata, but 
particularly among the masses, not because of our image 
but because of our flawed political action, because of the 
hesitancies of those years (1976-79) on our part as well as 
that of the unions, especially in the economic and social 
spheres, because of our hesitancies during the following 
years, such as those we displayed with respect to the 
referendum on wage indexation. Still, today, our diffi- 
culties stem certainly to some extent from factors tied to 
the images, the events, the tragedies of other communist 
parties, but above all from our own inadequacy when it 
comes to facing coherently and positively the many 
problems of political actuality. These are difficulties tied 
much more to content than to form. 


To cite some examples: We salute here the students’ 
movement. Very well. But if we lack the consensus we 
would like among ine students, it 1s because they know 
we have shown and continue to show ambivalence, to 
say the least, toward Ruberti'’s law. We say here that we 
are on the side of the struggling workers. Very well. But 
today we find ourselves in serious trouble among the 
workers. In the largest iron works, turbulent meetings 
have been and are now taking place, in which the union's 
policy line, its bargaining platform, is being loudly 
criticized together with—and this cannot be ignored— 
that of the union's communist leaders and of our own 
party leaders. These are fair criticisms and protests 
requiring serious thought, bearing as they do on the lack 
of functional democracy within the unions, and on the 
weakness of the union's package of demands. Action 
must be taken to develop new democratism within the 
workers councils and to renovate the CGIL [Italian 
General Confederation of Labor], structuring it around a 
platform with direct election of Confederation officials 
by general membership vote and an end to “incompati- 
bility” [wearing of official hats by the same person in 
more that one organization]. This action must be accom- 
panied by a resumption of the punitive labor demands 
movement, above all in the wage and salary and tax- 
reform sectors, to invert the redistribution of income 
during the 1980's that has favored capital gains and 
unearned income. Only a resumption of the wage and 
salary dynamic can give credibility to the fight for a 
generalized reduction of actual working hours. But very 
little if any of this 1s being pressed by party action. And 
the Chamber of Deputies Labor Committec’s most 
recent vote on small business gives mse to grave uncer- 
tainties, indeed outright setbacks. A referendum on a 
just Cause must not be evaded by ambiguous laws that do 
not solve the most pressing problem for millions of 
workers: the recognition of clementary rights that are 
still being denied them today and that cannot be bar- 
gained away in exchange for paltry humiliating alms. We 
have expressed solidarity with the railroad workers in 
their struggle against the elimination of 20,000-30,000 
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jobs. But the workers have not forgotten our hesitations, 
our ambiguity, with respect to the Schimberni plan. 


Workers and citizens cannot understand why our oppo- 
sition to the budget law has been so weak, almost 
nonexistent, why we were unable to broaden the large- 
scale movement, in which millions of Italians had taken 
Part, against unjust taxation and in quest of real reforms 
in the fiscal and health-care sectors. It seems—and 
astounds—that our capacity for struggle today, in its 
entirety, boils down to deciding the exit of the Commu- 
nists from the USL [Local Health Unit] councils! 


I see here a superstructural evaluation of the real world 
in which we live, an evaluation that blinds us to the 
[class] states in motion. We run the risk of taking hold of 
the wrong end of the stick, of overestimating partial 
successes and underestimating serious setbacks. Senous 
for us and for Italian democracy is the defeat we suffered 
at Palermo. Serious is the unbridled ascent of Berlusconi. 
Serious is Gardini’s rule over ENIMONT. 


We are losing touch with the structural changes because 
we lack an analysis of the ruling bloc. Consequently, we 
no longer know the directions in which things are 
moving, who is with us, who is against us, with whom we 
should be and against whom. There is now theorizing, 
imstead, that the enemy is no more. 


To me, on the contrary, it seems that, during the last 
decace, a process has developed that has profoundly 
chang*d the power ratios among the classes, and the 
political balances. It has succeeded in forming and 
consolidating a bloc of moderate forces whose consoli- 
dation at the economic and social levels, and in their 
adherence to specific cultural patterns and consequent 
value scales, has preceded their consolidation at the 
political level. The economic restructuring has wrought 
aggregational changes and fostered the fashioning of a 
modern political compromise. The amalgamating factor 
in this process has been the rediscovery of the business 
enterprise as a power operating on a world scale, com- 
bining within itself the productive, social, and political 
aspects. In cultural terms, the process has given rise to 
the extolling of the marketplace as the sole element of 
efficiency, and to the resurgence of private interests as 
driving forces. 


The economy has overtaken politics as the basis of 
planning, thus putting the very concept of democracy as 
participation and self-government, as the exercising of 
control over power, in a state of crisis. We must change. 
Granted. But are we capable—is Occhetto’s proposal 
capable—of regaining a high-minded concept of politics 
as something having to do with man’s destiny? I don not 
think so. 


It seems to me rather that, lying dormant in the view 
expounded by Occhetto and the members of his team, is 
the bug of what is termed softheadedness. For us, too, 
ideologies are definitely over. What is being proc!aimed 
by capitalism is, in fact, the end of the other ideologies; 
but capitalism remains and, with it, its ideology The fact 
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is that, in this postmodern, postcommunist fray, it is we 
who are divesting ourselves of all ideological character- 
ization. Everything in the world, in Europe, in Italy is 
changing. We, too, must change, in keeping with the 
times in which we live. But the new is not something 
fleeting; being modern does not mean being in vogue. 
The serious risk we run, I repeat, is that of losing touch 
with what 1s really happening. 


Let us take foreign affairs. The Italian Government is 
dilatory with respect to the momentous events of the 
past months. In the face of the new reality, characterized 
by the swift end of the cold war, there has been no 
coherent movement toward the most pressing issue of 
all: the taking of action to dissolve the opposing blocs. 
We cannot assume that all initiative must come from the 
East Europeans. Many initiatives are indeed coming 
from those countries. The USSR is withdrawing its 
troops on the other side of the border, reducing arma- 
ments. It signals and carries out unilateral actions daily 
that stem from a new and modern conception of inter- 
national relations. Hungary, Czechoslovakia, and 
Poland propound and are achieving, through unilateral 
actions, the eschewing of the Warsaw Pact military 
alliance. 


And we? The West? Italy? Why should we not put at 
issue the continued presence of forzign bases on our soil? 
Why should we not decide on a drastic reduction of the 
arms and related spending that have been budgeted? 
Today, in Occhetto's proposals, many of these questions 
are being addressed again. Fine. But at what distance 
behind the needs! And after how many hesitations, 
uncertainties, errors even of concept, as on the issue of 
unilateral action toward putting an end to blocs, fos- 
tering international cooperation, and promoting con- 
crete and positive results in none-the-less-necessary 
international conferences—an approach our party has 
consistently rejected, even though it is a proven fact by 
now that only through unilateral action can incisive 
procedures be set in motion. To say nothing of the gap 
between words and actions. As for the F-16's, we are still 
at the stage of words. On NATO, no initiatives are in 
sight. On Germany, the events have swept away all the 
uncertainties that were present in Occhetto's and Napol- 
itano’s motion, which is only a few months old, and have 
canceled our shadow foreign minister's overly cautious 
conjectures. Even now, it does not seem to mc that our 
leadership has fully comprehended the senousness of the 
international situation. The denouncement of the events 
in the East European countries is necessary. But it 1s not 
enough. Denouncement alone is not enough. Action 
must be taken—both with respect to those countnes and 
with respect to ourselves. As to those countries, action 
must be taken to institute a policy of international 
cooperation such as will foster the development of the 
renewal process there, which I hope will not be taken by 
anyone to mean the promotion of a return of capitalism 
to those countries. And, in our own respect, here in 
Western Europe action must be taken to meet the 
massive offensive the more powerful sectors can be 
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expected to launch. From Europe to Nicaragua, the 
world 1s threatened by the ice-cold wind of moderatism. 
With the absence or drastic curtailment of the world- 
scale balance-wheel effect heretofore exercised—the 
good as well as the bad—by the USSR and the Warsaw 
Pact countries, the threat of a serious international 
imbalance can be expected to follow. The field is now 
occupied by a single—and for this reason all! the more 
arrogant—world power. There is impending danger here, 
in Central America, on every continent. It ts up to us as 
a workers’ movement, to us as West Europe's forces of 
democratism and of the left, to act with the will to halt 
the hegemonic advance of today’s already ruling forces 
in the fields of economy, social relations, culture, life 
style. In the new actuality that besets the world, i is up 
to us to raise our sights, not lower them, and not to run 
away in the face of the storm. 


At the Base, an Edulcorated View of Reality 


And, continuing to stutter with respect to NATO, as we 
do, still unable to free ourselves from an antiquated 
Europocentric vision, as we are, our response instead is 
a defin*tive consent to join the Socialist International, a 
notoriously old and outdated concept unsurted to the 
meeting of today’s new needs, which are: the coordina- 
tion of all the forces of progress and of the left, the 
socialist forces and communist forces of Western 
Europe, Eastern Europe, and the other continents. 


In the absence of any analysis of the changes of our 
time—not even a siricily materialistic one, to say 
nothing of a “classist™ one [dialectically: political, eco- 
nomic, and social analysis of a given historic period or 
situation in order to determine the line of conduct to be 
followed to further the class struggle}—I still repeat that, 
underlying all this, there is a superficicl, edulcorated 
view of the actuality. Analysis is being replaced by 
expressions and reasons that are debatable at best—and 
I might even say somewhat mystical—that sermonize 
much and produce little, that propound surrender to the 
rule of capitalism, now to be recognized as eternal, in the 
hope that it will become democratic. | have referred to 
realities and actions, as you can see, because it is my 
profound conviction that, on the basis of realities and 
through actions, consensuses can be won and rewon, 
power ratios can be altered, the Italian political situation 
can be unblocked. Instead, we waste time proposing the 
political alternative as merely a question of alignment, as 
a miraculous governmental solution capable of driving 
the DC out and into the opposition, rather than as a 
process with roots embedded in a strong oppositional 
capability, able to unite the different forces, provide the 
needed new connective tissue at the social level, and 
open the way to more advanced political alliances. 


“L’alternativa™ [literally, “the alternative”; dialectically: 
forces of the left as a unified body empowered by 
popular vote to govern as an alternative to the DC 
coalition in an institutionalized “government- 
and-opposition™ system] is being viewed as a device to 
overcome our presumed incapacity to propose ourselves 
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dialectically: institutionalized power sharing among the 
parties through distribution of the presidency and min- 
istnes, including the prime ministry, according to pop- 
ular vote and/or an automatic system of rotation]. This 
has already wrought damage by converting what in the 
cases of some comrades might have been a mere absence 
of opposition into an agonized longing to be part of the 
government, quickly, dogmatically, and undiscerningly. 
The will seems to be lacking to understand that the 
effectual curbing of democratism and strengthening of 
the moderate bloc require a sharpening of our distinc- 
tiveness as a force of change that can restore confidence, 
or hope, to all who do not wish to be homologated by 
[dialectically, to become clones of] the dominant forces. 


Dangerous and fruitless “bunkering™ trends can also be 
defeated by way of this approach. A single action, 
crushing though it may be, is not in itself sufficient to 
trary, a vigorous social, political, and cultural counter- 
offensive must be set in motion. There are no shortcuts 
for compressing the times of this process. Any illusion in 
this regard would be dispelled by realities and could 
cause the whole movement to be thrown into a state of 
frustration und withdrawal. 


Vagueness abounds in Occhetto’s position. The 
responses of the Greens, Radicals, and Catholics, all of 
them interested in our renewal process and yet extremely 
jealous of their independence, brim with attention but 
are politely negative and make it clear that, in the final 
analysis, the fundamental question narrows down again 
to relations between the PCI and the PSI [Italian 
Socialist Party}. Occhetto’s attitude in this respect 
reopens a controversy within our own party that seemed 
placated if nor resolved at our 18th Congress. 


In conclusion, and in the wake of his presentation, | must 
say that Occhetto has dashed ahead. | fear that the 
congress, by now defined as to its leanings, will be unable 
to bring him back into step. Should the congress, how- 
ever, succeed in bridling his proposa’, all will become 
possible tomorrow. Together, tomorrow, we can resume 
working toward a profound renewal of the party, revis- 
ing—together—its strategies, tactics, political standing, 
and internal party life. Should this not be done, then we 
will have burned our bridges behind us, and our great 
ship will cast off into the unknown on the high seas, 
without a compass and hostage to rough waters. Cer- 
tainly we shall not be bystanders. This is our common 
party. We will work within :\ and with it to constrain the 
negative, to put our imprint on the positive. The constit- 
vent phase will find us committed to a renewed ideolog- 
ical and political struggle. 


We are a minority in the party. But let me say this: We 
are a minority, a component, that is indispensable. We 
have been that throughout these years, even, as everyone 
knows, in the face of very difficult circumstances, 


helping to block or contain that silent split that today is 
still our most senous and pressing danger. We are today 


we represent a live spiritual beacon for all who continue 
to believe and fight for a better society, a new world, for 
all who do not wish to be the clones of the dominant 
society. And for all who are and want to remain commu- 
nist, in name and in fact. 

With our comrades of Motion 2 we have waged in this 
congress an ideological and political battle that has been 
With them now, and with all the comrades who have 
known us and recognized us as comrades in a common 
struggle, in every part of Italy, we want to forge ahead. In 
what 1s now the past, opimons and evaluations, 
on which each of us has had the opportunity to reflect in 
the light of the facts and the debate, have divided us. We 
have all passed the test. Incumbent upon us now as 
Communists—and, above all, on the young among us— 
is a future that can be exciting, even though filled with 
darkness and dangers. Together we can face them, 
defending and renewing our communist identity in this 
great and glorious party. 


* Occhetto Supported by Young ‘Colonels’ 


* Antonio Bassolino 
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[Text] We have now come to the end of the congress, and 
I believe that we must now move forward. And we must 
do so decisively. It is not a question of blotting out the 
confrontation of these recent months as if nothing has 
happened. What I say is that we must discuss in a new 
way, obviously bearing in mind that a clear-cut majority 
declared itself to be in favor of a formative, constituent 
stage. At this point | believe it to be important to lay 
down new rules, to concluce a “political compact” to 
allow for recognition of and making room for cocxist- 
ence of different political onentations and trends. To put 
it bluntly, when the formative stage is launched, we will 
have to have the wholehearted commitment of all Italian 
Communists. I repeat, all Italian Communists, with no 
delegation of “yes” votes to one comrade or another 
(delegations that for that matter no one asks for). |! 
believe it t6 important to deal with the concerns 
expressed by many comrades, who see danger in possible 
approval of our party and who realize the risk of loss of 
our character as an alternative opposition movement. 
These are fears, it is said, that are not to be dismissed out 
of hand as groundless. But these fears, it 1s also said, have 
always been with us. They were there in the 1970's and 
the 1980's, when we made moderate choices. Let us see 
better, at closer range, just what the nature of the 
formative stage is like. And let us see if, as | believe, there 
is a real, objective problem lurking behind ut. We pro- 
ceed from the fact that the structure of Europe has 
changed. and from the extent of this change. The thing is 
that there lic open before us two major avenucs we can 
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follow. On the one hand, there 1s instability and there are 
the conflicts over borders. There are the dangers of 
retaliationism. There is the East hemmed in but little 
preempted for change. And there is a widening and 
dramatic gap between the Southern part of the world and 
the “nich” countries. The other avenue is a new Europe 
and a different relationship with the Third World. As a 
matter of fact, the possibility exists today of closing the 
historic gap between East and West, a division that has 
also marked the life of entire peoples and the history of 
the working-class movement. This is why every force of 
reform 1s now called upon to think things over again, but 
no longer in the framework of inflexible divisions 
beyond the Iron Curtain. This is why a force of reform 
called upon to reason, not im the restricted terms « 
Western socialism but from the viewpoint of a new 
European socialism and what we have ventured to term 
the “third stage of the working-class movement.” 


All this allows us to set more ambitious goals in the 
struggle for disarmament and for getting beyond political 
blocs. The end of the confrontation between East and 
West may also have repercussions in Italy, on the nature 
of political forces itself. What I am referring to is the 
imternational-national nexus, the bloc logic that gave 
legitimacy to government coalitions. If this is true, we 
are not sending a desperate message. On the contrary, 
ours is an idea of socialism as libertarian socialism. It is 
a message of confidence and hope, one of struggle. A 
message—and | am speaking of the Italian situation— 
that in itself is not a self-serving act. I do say, however, 
that our proposal can make the struggle for political 
change more productive, stronger, and triumphant. | was 
talking aboui struggle. It is a struggle indeed, but what 
kind is it? The truth is that we have already gone beyond 
the “democratic compromise,” when the parties per- 
formed the function of taking the masses into the repub- 
lican state, and there is not “merely” a government 
opposing us. There is more. There is something more 
substantial and more complex, a political and social 
system that 1s a system of power, but also onc of interests 
and relationships. This is a system whose structure we 
must dismantle, using the instrument of social struggle 
and a strong political initiative. This means bringing 
together forces and hopes and making them count with 
the goal of governing. Only in th.s way can we build a 
richer social foundation. It is not enough for this purpose 
to shout. What we need is struggle and more struggic. 
Even though these battles are critical, we must clearly 
determine if renewal of the party, a recasting, is enough, 
but with continuity maintained. Otherwise, we must set 
a higher challeng< ‘or ourselves. This is equivalent to a 
new formative stage of Italian democracy, a recasting of 
the parties’ essence, and also of the relationship between 
society and politics. Neither the DC [Christian Demo- 
cratic Party] nor the PSI [Italian Socialist Party] can 
avoid this challenge. The latter is even less able to avoid 
it; the PSI must begin to make a critical evaluation of 
experience gained in recent years. Now there seems to be 
something moving on the left. This is definite. Only the 
tone 1s changing for the moment, but even the tone is 
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important. It counts im politics. It serves, above all, to 
bring the confrontation over substance closer. 


But we must also bring the con‘rontation over substance 
alive among ourselves in working out the basic program, 
a program that should define a concept of society. Along 
with this we must outline our points of convergence, our 
compatibilities, not with the current system but with an 
independent plan for change. But, precisely because we 
want to build up this idea, we must radically alter our 
attitude, cultural rather than political, toward the rela- 
tionship between crisis and development of capitalism. 
We must overcome inflexible and stratified views 
because, at bottom, we are pleased by the crisis. The 
deeper, more disastrous even, it becomes, the better are 
the prospects for a radical change. The other side of the 
coin then is the difficulty of the labor movement in the 
stages of expansion in going beyond purely redistributive 
goals, in outstripping goals of partial improvement. In 
short, the knotty problem of outfitting ourselves with a 
theory of change, above all at the “high” points of 
capitalist development, is coming back. It ts just this 
weakness of our analysis that explains the paradox of a 
crisis in the PCI [Ita!ian Communist Party] at the time of 
our greatest strength, in the mid-1970's. Consequently, 
we must do some deep thinking, centered around the 
conflicts—starting with the conflict between growing 
demands for utilization of labor and the reality of 
control of labor by business. There are those inviting us 
during the formative stage to free ourselves from our 
presumed old working-class onentation (but where is 
this working class orientation? Where are the analyses, 
where the literature on the world of modern labor”). On 
the contrary, it 1s just here that we find our main social 
referent, in this distinct world of labor, in specific 
day-to-day alenations. Our social referent will be sought 
in demands tur wages, work schedules, new mghts, and 
new powers. It 1s said here in Bologna that the metal- 
workers’ rejection of the contract platform came after 
the absence when the motion was first made. | am not 
convinced by this interpretation, especially when the 
attempt is made to explain the workers’ approval as the 
result of frustration. These are the same workers who 
later rebelled on the platform, | wish we would all have 
more respect for the ideas of the Communist workers, for 
the Communist workers who approved all three motions. 


* Massimo D'Alema 
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[Text] The merit of the Occhetto report hes in the lofty 
nature of the challenge to which we want to commit 
ourselves, in the ambition to become a force that wants 
to change in order to have an effect on reality, to stand 
our ground in a changing world. This understandably 
does not please those who hold that we must simply free 
ourselves, who believe anything departing from pure and 
simple acceptance of living to be vague and confused. 
Whoever follows this reasoning fails to understand the 
meaning of the test to which we have committed our- 
selves, a historic transition of extraordinary complexity 
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and drama. A process of transformation of the world is 
taking place. It is being spurred on by many factors, 


the wave of this process. There has also emerged—I am 
aware of the diversity—a crisis of national reform move- 
ments and of the social state of the West. And, we do not 
deny it, there has been a dramatic halt to the movement 
of liberation and emancipation of the world’s South. The 
central probiem is reconstruction at the world level of 
the arguments and the prospects of the left, of a new 
identity for the left beyond ideological divisions. 


Confronting this passing of an era are the arguments of 
those who defend the diversity of Italian communism. 
This name, as Tortorella stated here, has been sullied by 
others; let them change their name. This is justifiable 
pride, but, even if this should happen—and we should be 
the only ones left to bear the name—what prospects 
would we have? Those of a noble witness isolated from 
the real processes taking place in the world. The point, 
then, is a different one. No one is unaware—ii would be 


toil, aed 9» the morality, and the suffering that it 


dictions and injustices, a left making democracy the 
centerpiece of its action and goals (democratization in 
the field of the economy, nghts and powers, liberty and 
equality, solidarity, and new and more advanced forms 
of human social life). It 1s a question of bringing together 
the truths and not the errors of a communist ideal, but 
other truths as well, those of the socialist and reformist 
tradition, of Catholic and religious human solidarity, of 
nonviolence, of the ecology, and of sexual differences. A 
left that wants to be a leader must build a program and a 
table of values that moves from these vanous arguments 
in order to be able to interpret them in the area of 
politics. A political formation of a new type that knows 
how to base itself on cultural confrontation, respect for 
differences, awareness of limits, and convergence in 
political battle, in struggle, in government action. This is 
the test of the formative stage, a process, a work of 
elaboration, cultural confrontation, and ideas, innova- 
tion, and organizational building, noi a gesture, a demi- 
urgic act. | am convinced that if we set out forcefully and 
cohesively in this direction, a specific prospect of change 
in Italian politics may be opened up. Of course, the 
Italian democratic bloc will not be removed by means of 
a political operation. There have occurred at the same 
time a crisis and a deprivation of democracy or a wild 
and uncontrolled process of economic restructuring. A 
system of oligarchic power is not broken up without a 
movement of struggle and the building of an alternative 


social structure. This cannot be without a 
strong political idea of reforms and development of 
democracy of subjects and rules. A strong political idea 
that arms at building an alternative and at an alternate 
Gomnemnny etn Ginn Huma oud cian 0 a nasal 
of a new dialogue on the icfi. The terms in which 
Occhetto stated the question of the relationship with the 
PSI [Itahhan Socialist Party] seems to me to be correct. A 
step forward toward a calmer, more truthful, and more 
concrete confrontation (the challenge and the search for 
unity). There are new shadings of tone that are to be 
considered important. They must be taken into account. 


The secretary of the PSI has stated on several occasions 
that we must come tc terms with history. | agree. The 
history of the Italian working-class movement is a com- 
plex one. An important and living part of Italian demo- 
cratic reformism has been merged into the expenence of 
the PCI [Itahan Communist Party]. It is a peculiarly 
Italian feature that a reformist, leftist, socialist party 
many years ago made an alliance, a power-sharing 
arrangement, with the DC [Christian Democratic Party]. 
The power relationships on the left have resulted from 
this history. Consequently, it 1s not possible to engage im 
discussion with the PC! as if it were a confrontation of 
Brandt and Honecker. We well know that we must get 
beyond ourselves in order to build a modern force of 
reform. It would be casier to engage the PSI in dialogue 
if the socialist comrades would state the problem im 
similar terms—that 1s, 1f they would state the problem of 
cohesion of the reform movement itself in relation to the 
most advanced experience and research of European 
socialism. If the PS! were to initiate a process of this 
kind, the idea of socialist unity would take on a different 
meaning. But we cannot stand still. Our cohesion in our 
change can provide the impetus toward renewal of the 
PSI. The competition on the left may not be averse to 
this prospect and may open up to cooperation. We are 
aiming at this. We know that the future of our democ- 
racy depends to a greal extent on this. 


The proposal for a constituent government of the party 
in this stage has not met with very much luck. The 
suspicion of a paralyzing compromise has prevailed, as if 
it were not clear that to think of reconciling “yes” and 
“no” to get “maybe” would be disastrous to everyone. 
The suspicion has prevailed that what 1s really wanted 1s 
to restore democratic centralism, thus taking legitimacy 
and guarantees away from anyone who holds a different 
opinion. It is not a question of this. It is a question of a 
political proposal, recognition that a person who opposes 
the idea of a new political formation has not merely said 
no but has proposed ideas, substance, and values that 
can and should contribute toward making a mark on the 
new that we want to build. Al the same time, there is the 
request that these comrades not isolate themselves in an 
opposition prejudiced toward the idea of a new political 
formation, but that they rather commit themselves fully 
to the formative process with ideas of their own. If this 
should be possible, we will be able to confidently face the 
difficult and arduous challenge we have taken up. It will 
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* Piero Fassino 


As a matter of fact, a decisive step forward for the 
alternative and for building a modern left in Italy can be 

precisely by proceeding from the realization that in 
Italy the left 1s a diverse and complex reality, historically, 
culturally, and politically. And facing this left is a civil 


terms with the need for the left to recast conceptual 
modes of being and relating to civic society. This was the 
topic we placed at the center of the | 8th Congress, and it 
is also for this reason, | believe, that the position is 
groundiess of those who charge that there 1s a sort of gap. 
break, or contradiction between the choices we are 
making today and the choices of the 18th Congress. It is 
no accident that we are talking of a “new course” and a 
“new PCI [Italian Communist Party}. And if we reread 
today the contents and the fundamental choices of the 
political documents of the 1 8th Congress, we will see that 
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on that occasion we performed a fertile act of discont- 
foundations, and the identity of the political program of 
the Itahan Communist Party, broaching knotty problems 
and questions then, and now facing the entire left in 


And it is precisely because we have the first act behind 
us, precisely because there at the 18th Congress a year 
ago we undertook to recast the PCI, that we can now 
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* Pietro Folena 
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There ss a word that, beyond the divisions, can make us 
go ahead of everyone. That word is “listen.” To listen to 
ourselves (we all have learned something from this 
discusson), to listen to the party rank and file as we have 


* Claudio Petruccioli 
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[Text] We have accomplished important work, in addi- 
tron to that done by the 18th Congress. And now other 
important work is awaiting us, work of extraordinary 
importance, to implement before a new sovereign con- 
gress convenes the decisions that thes equally sovereign 
Congress ts preparing to make. In the course of this work, 
cultures, values, and requirements that are inside us will 
be confronted by other external cultures. Even today 
there 1s a wealth such that and an expression so free that, 
all the evidence indicates, unity and our timely acti 
must be combined with political decisions and choices 
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better than its end would allow one 
imagine” If it 1s true that we are at the end of one 
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mndifference. And, if the answer to this question is “no,” 
then what + 1»*-, dependence” An expedient to cover up 
a withdrawal and a failure” Or is it rather the night way 

the 


And it would not be possible to understand why, while 
the storm 1s gathering. and one of the most threatening 
ones at that, rather than look for safe haven and take in 


the saris. he explains the proposals by putting out to sea 


mecreasing awareness and conviction. agaist tne author- 
itananism of the regumes in the East And | have wished 
ratization, but without reaching the pornt of foreseeing i 
im the forms and at the pace they have taken place. To 

prolong in myself something that might be hypocnsy 
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itself | 
tion, but rather making it live in specific individual datly 
lives. in the difference between men and women. without 
sacrificing it to bonds and schemes that transcend and 
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deny persons. Marx said that the root of man is man 
himself. But the true man—man, that is, in the sense of 
men and women—1is man who can try everything but is 
not omnipotent, who has limits, above all the limit of 
time and nature, a being who recognizes the limits and 
thus rejects the concept, the ideology, and the politics of 
power. In fact, he rejects politics as an area regulated by 
the law of power, where. on the other hand, choices, 
conflicts, and collective relationships are measured in a 
suitable and rational manner. Yes, the end of Machia- 
vellianism—thai is, refusal to subject the means to the 
end, and, above all, making men and women, their lives, 
the means, something that is monstruously contradictory 
when humanity itself and its freedom are assumed as the 
end. In place of this we say democracy by way of 
socialism. Conscious and agreed regulation and control. 
And thus democracy is not a bond but a vehicle of 
change and liberation. There is no question of change 
and liberation that democracy is unable in principle to 
answer. Let us ask, or more precisely let us begin to ask, 
of democracy what we have never asked, what we have 
not yet thought it possible to ask of it. Let us accept, at 
least as a hypothesis, that the limits of democracy are 
nothing other than the limits we ourselves impose on our 
thinking. And let us go beyond these limits. 


* Livia Turco 
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[Text] I think that being a woman gives me an indisput- 
able advantage in the formative process, in that | place 
the strength of women in the center and on this basis 
construct a strong and autonomous project for transfor- 
mation of society. And so | clearly choose my autonomy, 
which I derive from my relationship with other Commu- 
nist women, to rebuild and renew the compact between 
us. And this is the place from which branches out and by 
which is measured the formative process that I intend to 
build. This choice is an act of authenticity and also of 
liberty creating the possibility, starting with ourselves, of 
writing new pages of history for the left and for the PCI 
{Italian Communist Party] and of bringing about change 
in political forms. Our autonomy resides in this ambi- 
tion, in full, specific, and authoritative unfolding of this 
ambition. It is of course not the formative process that 
establishes our autonomy. On the contrary, it is our 
subjectivity, it is our autonomous project to build a 
particular and important instance of the formative pro- 
cess that finds a more favorable context in it. 


The radical nature of the challenge posed by the forma- 
tive process (launching of a process of renewal of politics 
on the basis of a new way of being a political part of 
change) encourages us women to proceed from an auton- 
omous formative process of our own, from the one we 
have already initiated with the Charier. And it would 
please me for us Communist women to carry out this 
process by each of us executing a project of jiwr own, 
activating from below a molecular process of producing 
feminine forces. 


Building a new political subjectivity means establishing 
an explicit relationship between objectives and specific 
choices, between objectives and specific action and the 
subjects that are involved and that we intend to repre- 
sent. This seems to me to be the onginal and today 
necessary form of a critical left having the ambition of 
governing. Fundamental importance then attaches to the 
plan for practical work, the involvement of those sub- 
jects and those political cultures that even today express 
demand for change and criticism. Now, specific practical 
application of the subjects must be the centerpiece of the 
plan and the political formation, if we wish to avoid 
simple juxtaposition of the various cultural currents. | 
perceive a clear-cut indication in this connection in the 
experience of many of the faithful and of Catholics. 


Consequently, we must gauge our strength by two ques- 
tions that directly affect our way of being, our plan. The 
first concerns democracy as a development of solidarity, 
as construction of an ethic of responsibilities, as the 
ability to adopt this ethic as a basis. The second concerns 
our ideological development relative to the religious 
question, more precisely with reference to anthropology, 
the concept of man, and the framework of values con- 
tained in the Christian religion. It is becoming important 
to establish an explicit and clear connection among the 
goals, options, themes, and form of the party. I consider 
it to be essential and very exacting for this purpose to 
work for a fundamental program based on determination 
of an ideal manifesto. And constructing a fundamental 
program means mobilizing themes and eliciting the 
conflicts that can construct it; it means making a rig- 
orous analysis of economic and social realities and of 
forces in the field. In the field there is the illuminating 
example of our initiative on the work schedule and 
hours. It is a clear-cut reference point for the relationship 
between plan and program, who is chosen to carry it out, 
who can be mobilized, and the social roots of the 
program itself. It was with great satisfaction that | read in 
the fundamental program of the SPD [Social Democratic 
Party of Germany (FRG)] a working-hour policy based 
on our concepts. But we have an advantage in that these 
concepts have been translated into statistics, into articles 
of laws, around which we are prepared to launch battles 
and disputes and initiate conflicts. Dear comrades, what 
will you do? Will you tell us that we are good but 
visionary, utopian people? Or will you throw in your lot 
with ours? We will move on. If we are alone, it will be a 
loss to everyone. It will be an opportunity wasted. 


I will end by referring to what has happened and is stil! 
happening in the East. At a time when we want to infuse 
socialist ideals with new sap, new vigor, and new effi- 
ciency, at this specific moment in history can we leave 
aside the sentiments, intelligence, and valuations of 
thousands of women and men who have also known the 
tyrannical face of socialism and communism” Precisely 
because of our originality Eastern Europe belongs to us; 
it belongs to us as regards the past, and it concerns us the 
more so as regards the future. It is not a question of 
setting aside our nature as communists. For me this 
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would be simply impossible to do. I do think, however, 
that we can allow ourselves “awareness of the limit,”"— 
that is to say, fee] ourselves to be a part, but a part that 
has its books in such good order, is so firmly rooted in its 
identity and history, 's so clearly aware of the ideals that 
it wants to achieve that it can allow itself humility. This 
a humility that induces us to look around us, to make 
commitments in society in order to attract and bri 
together the forces available for fighting for the develop- 
ment of democracy, freedom, and social justice. And 
then the question of the name does mean rejection of our 
identity, but rather once again cohesion relative to an act 
of daring, that of broadening the forces of change to 
bring into play this truly opposing resource that is the 
will of so many women to fight and to pian. I have faith 
in the possibility of a new compact among us, a new 
solidarity, in order to reach this goal. 


* Walter Veltroni 
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[Text] In another unforgettable year, 1956, Italo Calvino 
wrote that “everything is under discussion, everything 
seems to be a problem, from all quarters new things 
clamor for the center of our attention.” Today our 
collective brain, this party, must undergo an arduous 
test. What we have been doing and have done in recent 
months has been impelled by the goal of building a new 
harmony among us, our function in history, and the 
altered alignments of this era. There have been many 
new developments in Italian political life in recent times. 
Our initiative has stirred up the stagnant water. What 
has occurred in the left wing of the DC [Christian 
Democratic Party], starting with the Florence meeting 
on the PCI [Italian Communist Party] and on the crisis 
in the East, is a new development, for example. Respect 
and aitention was paid to us on that occasion, and there 
wes awareness that the events of 1989 bring everything 
into play. The PSI [Italian Socialist Party] newspaper 
mistakenly expressed resentment over the dialogue 
between us and the DC at that meeting. The novel 
feature was that we were moved to discussion not by 
nostalgia for the times of national solidarity but by the 
country’s need to build an alternative democracy. 
Another new development is what is happening in the 
PSI. After the cold and hostile reception of our proposal, 
the Socialist leadership group displayed an immediate 
conditioned reflex, a stated fear of our inspiration that 
takes up and develops the central idea of the 18th 
Congress, political and cultural autonomy of Italian 
Communists. Perhaps the PSI would have preferred a 
declaration of our historic failure by the congress, or 
possibly it would have been happy to see us riveted to 
sectanan and self-sufficient positions. We chose neither 
of these avenues and, consequently, can turn openly to 
the PSI and appreciate the most recent positions such as 
the reference to Pertini's appeal for unity or the fact that 
it 1s acknowledged that political prospects can be created 
for the Itahan left by recognizing that there are different 
minds, traditions, and histories in the Italian working- 
class movement, and that this is no obstacle. That is to 
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Say, il 1s important to acknowledge that the prospect of 
unity of the lefi is promoted by developing and not by 
fighting the autonomy of its diverse components. Last, it 
is also a novel fact that more than one blow has been 
dealt the Andreotti government and the compact that 


implied in ballots or in the choice of political commit- 
ment and the unmoving and balances of 
government and power of this country. It is certain that 
these forces have built new links to a policy developed 
outside the parties and within the context of “grass 
roots 


ae Norb- 


present and capable of shifting to coherent and feasible 
Program goals. 


A new and real development has already taken place in 
the life of the party in the form of the free and clear 
discussion of recent weeks. To live in peace with this 
innovation we must avoid being carried away by sur- 
vivals of an outmoded conception of party unity. It is not 
true that party unity exists only if different positions are 
not expressed openly. | have opposed the basic chorce of 
the comrades who say “no™ because it seems to me to be 
incapable of meeting the new challenges confronting us, 
but | have lvAened with interest to the expressions of 
concern over the nsks of loss of our oppositional nature, 
the insistence on the need for our policy always to be 
viewed as a mass process, and the stressing of subjects 
defining our social and political initiative. The proposal 
to put life into the formative stage has been approved by 
the congresses. It will be left to another congress to end 
this process with its decisions, but all of us must now 
definitely work toward this goal to be in harmony with 
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* Proposals To Withdraw From NATO Rejected 
9OES0683A Milan L’UNITA in Italian 11 Mar 90 p 5 


as he presented his report to the congress on the activi- 
ties of the Policy Committee, which has had to deal with 
more than 400 documents approved by the federation 
congresses or introduced directly at the 19th Congress in 
Bologna. The fruitful results of the committee's work 
found expression in the immediate and coherent debate 
that followed his presentatic.: of the synoptic documents 
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traditional alliances.” Achille Occhetto began by stating: 
“There is an organically integrated document (E¢. Note: 
The one to be voted on last of the three and signed by 
many members of the Motion ! faction) that takes into 
account the debate of the past months on foreign policy 
issues, as well as the demands expressed by the other two 
factions, and the course of action being proposed by the 
FGCI, whose important contribution has enriched this 
debate. I recognize in the document under consideration 
the policy line of the report and the conclusions | 
submitted to the congress.” 


FGCI Secretary Gianni Cuperio pointed out that the 
FGCI had achieved a “partial success” in having brought 
new attention, by the party as a whole, to bear on the 
NATO issue. And Luigi Colajanni, of the Motion | 
faction, agreed that the FGCI was right to resubmit its 
proposal but noted that, if its proposed resolution were 
to be adopted by the PCI, it would take on another value, 
particularly if not proposed within a broader context. 
The vote: 498 against the FGCI proposal; 353 for 
(including Natta, Ingrao, and Cossutta); and 53 *bsien- 
tions. Debate and voting on the second proposed reso- 
lution, contained in the document signed by Castellina, 
of the Motion 2 faction, and members of the Motion 3 
faction, followed without delay. This document also 
postulates the issue of Italy's withdrawal from the NATO 
military structures and takes a position on the side of 
demilitarization of the new Germany. Luciana Cast- 
ellina argued that: “The time of an eventual signing of a 
European security agreement can simply not be awaited: 
The time of the German problem is upon us.” Giuseppe 
Boffa, one of the signers of what was to be the last of the 
three documents to be voted on, replied: “All of our 
advances today, in Eastern as well as in Western Europe, 
face the problem of blocs, according primacy to political 
issues Over military ones.” The vote: 606 against the 
Castellina document; 356 for it; 25 abstentions. The 
resuit was met by a few hisses. “Hisses are not counted,” 
ironically quipped Ugo Pecchioli—who, by turn, was 
presiding over the congress—and immediately intro- 
duced the next item on the agenda: the Motion | faction 
document. Cesare Luporini, of Motion 2, attacked it 
with a trace of sarcasm: “I'm surprised not to find 
Andreotti's signature on this proposal.” Pino Soricro, of 
the Motion | faction, replied: “You're mistaken. This is 
a very advanced text.” An indirect confirmation of this 
was voiced, unexpectedly, by Lucio Magri, one of the 
Motion 2 leaders, who took to the microphone to 
announce his abstention from a text that he considers 
still inadequate and insufficient in itself, but that reads 
differently in the light of Occhetto's conclusions. Giorgio 
Napolitano, of Motion |, added the view that the docu- 
ment outlines a very zealous process by stages, but with 
important objectives that fail to take full advantage of 
certain open doors. The final comments were those of 
Gian Mario Cazzaniga, Motion 3, who also pointed out 
that the majority's document indeed exhibits appre- 
ciable changes, but reiterated his opposition on the basis 
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of its being too early to judge. The vote: 589 yes; 199 no; 
85 abstentions, including those of Pietro Ingrao and 
Lucio Magri. 


The debate was very intense on other issues as well, 
particularly on that of electoral reforms and the drug 
war. Electoral ress: The resolution on institutional 
issues, subsequently passed by a large majority of the 
congress, contaims a passage that views “with interest 
and favor the proposed referendum on the electoral laws 
pertaining to the Chamber of Deputies and the Senate, as 
an effective manifestation oi the growing pressure being 
exerted by civil society” for a fundamental electoral 
reform, and invites the communist groups in the Parlia- 
ment “to introduce forthwith a reform bill of their own.” 
Despite this specific urge to independent action by the 
party, Alessandro Natta, of Motion 2, saw a “dangerous 
ambiguity” in this exhortation. As to method: Because of 
its Objective encouragement of referendums on matters 
of constitutional scale. And, as to merit: Because of the 
“drastic change” it could entail from the proportional 
representation system to a predominantly majority 
system. “This 1s a far different thing,” he argued, “from 
correcting the proportional system so as to impart 
greater incisiveness to the decisions of the citizens.” In 
practical terms: The “interest” in those reforms is one 
thing: a coinvolvement or taking of sides would be an 
entirely different one. 


Gian Mano Cazzaniga, Motion 3, expressed a similar 
view. Diego Novelli, Motion 2, demanded the addition 
of a stipulation that “the question of a presidential 
republic ts not at issue.” This stipulation was opposed by 
Luigi Berlinguer, Motion 2: The direct election of the 
president of the Republic could be considered, he said, 
but in the context of profound reforms tied to a funda- 
mental and comprehensive reconfiguration of the insti- 
tutional checks and balances on the exercise of power. 
Giulio Quercini, Motion |, expressed his support of the 
text as approved in committee: “As things stand at 
present, Parliament 1s being denied the right to legislate 
in this matter because of conflicting viewpoints within 
the majority, which result in a resort to votes of confi- 
dence in order to prevent the Chamber from changing 
even the municipal electoral laws; the document is not 
wedded to the proposals for a referendum. It considers 
them an clement of pressure on the Parliament.” A 
motion to eliminate the controversial term “favor” from 
the wording, leaving only the words that the proposed 
referendum is viewed “with interest,” was put to a vote 
and rejected. Next, the proposed docunent as a whole 
was put to a vote and passed, without Novelli’s proposed 
additive emendation. 


Also passed by a large majority was the resolution on the 
drug war, which had also been passed unanimously by 
the Political Committee. It takes issue with “the unac- 
ceptable criminalization of the drug addict” as provided 
in the bill now under consideration in the Chamber of 
Deputies. Above all, it emphasizes the need to institute 
“a study, a debate, and an evaluation of all the juridical, 
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social, and human potentials and impacts of the antipro- 
hibitionist arguments, and of possible legislation on- 
ented tn that sense.” This was the debated passage in the 
proposed resolution. Roberto Viezzi, Motion 2, saw in 
this a “liberalist” imprint, which he found unacceptable. 
Chicco Testa, Motion |, and Ersilia Salvato, Motion 2, 
both favored it. Luciano Violante, Motion |, on the 
other hand, would have preferred the expunging of the 
wording “possible legisiation™ oriented toward the 
antiprohibitionist view. His proposed emendation was 
later rejected. 


Among the first resolutions to be passed, all unani- 
mously, were those concerning: the right to information; 
ecological conversion of the economy, union representa- 
tion; the nghts of men and women workers; regionalism 
and special autonomies, the handicapped; immigration 
problems, and emigration problems. Also passed, 
accompanied by warm applause, were a resolution 
expressing solidarity with the Palestinian people, and 
one on the PCI and the students’ movement. The latter 
resolution demands withdrawal of the Ruberti bill and 
the simultaneous introduction of a new bill that accedes 
to the demands of the students and other components. It 
underscores “the need to restore to the center of the 
Party's initiative and of the shadow government's action 
the dominant issue of educational system and university 
reforms and of democratic governance of these institu- 
tions.” 


Passed, over a number of contrary votes, was another 
resolution characterizing referendums on hunting and 
pesticides as an instrument for imposing profound legis- 
lative changes in the directions indicated by the referen- 
dums themselves. Also passed, unanimously, was a res- 
olution that proposes two diverse documents that had 


and the other by several 
members of the Motion 2 faction—as “premises on 
which to d«velop the debate” on a profound renewal of 
the PCI's Southern Italy policy. 


The resolution on the Concordat and on the teaching of 
the Catholic religion, which had been approved in Polit- 
ical Committee by a large majority, received broad 
consensus in the congress as well. Cantelli, of Florence, 
pointed out that the resolution reaffirms the principal 
issues addressed by the 18th Congress and refers to the 
opinions of the Constitutional Court and to the verdicts 
of the Latium TAR [Regional Administrative Tribunal]. 
In particular, it demands a revision of the agreement 
between the government and the CEI [Italian Bishops 
Conference] on the teaching of religion. 


A proposed resolution on “climination of the Concor- 
dat"—sponsored by Borelli, Caron, Carpi, Cazzaniga, 
Manzini, Elisa Paze, and Pestalozza—was rejected by a 
vote of: 216 yes; 409 no; 34 abstentions. Borelli had 
pointed out that this text differed from the preceding one 
in that it referred to the “need to eliminate” the Con- 
cordat, rather than to the “possibility of eliminating” it. 
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“To convince you to vote for it, I hope it will suffice to 
point out that | am a member of Motion |,” Borelli 
concluded. 


A proposed resolution bearing on the communist press 
and media, and particularly on L"UNITA, introduced by 
Letizia Paolozzi, was next voted on and rejected. The 
proposal raised questions on the role of the paper in the 
“new policy phase” and criticiced L"UNITA’s handling 
of the congress’ debate and proceedings. L"UNITA's 
managing director, Massimo D’Alema, responded: “The 
proposal cites real problems that must be addressed by 
way of serious debate.” But D’Alema termed the pro- 
posal’s criticisms “unkind and unjust.” “New internal 
rules” will have to be considered, he said, but this is a 
matter that concerns “journalists collectively” and not 
solely the paper's “ownership” represented by the PCI 
and by its congress. “The choice of [the paper's] inde- 
pendence is a decision of long standing, and it would be 
a serious matter, from the standpoint of principle as well, 
to turn back now.” 


* DC Perplexed Over NATO Withdrawal Issue 
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[Article: “Strange Indeed Those Communist Misgivings 
on NATO") 


[Text] What is the reaction of the other great party of the 
masses, the DC ‘Christian Democratic Party], to the 
transformation the PCI [Italian Communist Party] is 
currently undergoing? Once again the two minds of the 
Shield With a Cross [DC emblem] are at odds and 
virtually not communicating with each other: The For- 
lani-Gava-Andreotti wing distances itself, manifests 
doubts, above all with respect to the foreign policy 
aspects of the transformation (together with Scotti, Sarti, 
and Malfatti) and considers the transformation process 
inadequate. The DC's left wing, on the other hand, hails 
the “svolta” [change of course] as a “historic event” 
(Mancino) and propounds the necessity of a renewal of 
the DC as well, so that, should the drive for “l'altern- 
ativa™ [government by the left] take substantive form, 
resulting in a face-off between opposing lineups, the 
Christian Democrats will not risk finding themselves in 
the conservative lincup (Gallons). 

“Recently,” observes Adolfo Sarti, “foreign policy had 
become a point of unity among the Italian political 
forces. But the Bologna congress has put an end to this 
situation: In the PCI, perplexity now overlies former 
certainties.” France Maria Malfatti points out that 
“among those who, in Bologna, have voted for Italy's 
withdrawal from NATO is the very same erstwhile PCI 
secretary, Alessandro Natta, who, in 1977, was one of the 
signers of the milestone Italian foreign policy accord.” 
The DC also rejects a unified and neutral Germany. 
On the other hand, Paolo Cabias, one of De Mita’s 
supporters, comments: “One is right to question the 
identity of the new communist party, but it is not proper 


to nail it to its past. One may have doubts and reserva- 
tions on Occhetto’s party, but today it is clearly a party 
like the others.” Therefore, “the political balances are 
different today.” And Giovanni Galloni points out that 
Zaccagnini, even before, “had already clearly pro- 
pounded the necessity of a recasting of the PCI, with a 
simultaneous renewal of the DC, to foster a positive 
dialectic between these two political forces.” 


Nicola Mancino deems the negative appraisals of 
Occhetto’s new course to be “superficial and erroneous,” 
and the hypothesis of a DC-PSI [Italian Socialist Party}- 
PCI accord, put forth by Giancarlo Cesana, Popular 
Movement leader, to be “groundless.” 


Socialist Giusi La Ganga addresses the issue of future 
alliances. To Occhetto, who, in Bologna, had called upon 
the Socialists to declare unequivocally “whether they 
seck to govern with the DC or with the PCI and whether 
they wish to participate in a profound reform of local 
institutions,” La Ganga replies that “the PSI has every 
intention of going into the forthcoming elections with a 
free hand,” but admits that “the improved climate of 
PCI-PSI relations will, of course, be helpful in the 
electoral campaign as well, on condition, however,” he 
adds, “that we Socialists are not assailed again by the 
Communists.” 

Filippo Caria, PSDI [Italian Socialist Democratic Party] 
group leader, is skeptical as to the ability of the new PCI 
to acquire a “culture of governance,” and critical of the 
“movementalist’ imprint™ that Occhetto ts imparting to 
the Communist Party, “which now manifests itself as a 
trifle maximalist, somewhat ‘radicaloid, and anything 
but social democratic.” 


VOCE writes that, as the PRI [Italian Republican Party) 
sees it, on the PCT's choices “will also depend the 
development of relations within the left: If the Commu- 
nists and the Socialists bring their positions closer 
together, the Republicans will not fail to add their 
critical and constructive contribution.” 


* Party's Foreign-Policy Line Criticized 
WES0683C Milan IL SOLE-24 ORE in Italian 
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[Article by Guido Compagna: “Occhetto Touched but 
Refuses To Compromise on New Line™] 


[Text] Bologna—Ten minutes of applause, the notes of 
“L’'Internazionale” and “Bandiera Rossa” [Red Flag). 
their beat accentuated by the rhythmic handclapping of 
all of the delegates in unison, then Ingrao’s quasi- 
queen eibmes ent Vaiets an Gale’ tend 
shake hailed the rebuttal with which Occhetto concluded 
the 19th Congress of the PCI [Italian Communist Party], 
which hastily prepares now to live, for the first time, a 
future composed of factions, internal and even lively 
debate, and the end of democratic centralism. 
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“It was one of our congress” high points,” says Giancarlo 
Pajetta, who, during these four days, has presided over 
the most difficult and diverse congress in the history of 
the PCl—a congress that could aiso be the PCI's next to 
last, ee ee Se aes one, Be SS, See 
“constituent phase,” must decide on the forming of 

new political party of the Italian left. 


In his rebuttal, Achille Occhetto turned mainly to 
cet ny ee pay Porn ag on Hh 
sharply defined cleavages into the open and had been 
characterized at times by very heated exchanges. 


Natta and D’Alema, both of whom had argued force- 
fully, if with diverse emphasis, for comanagement of the 
“constituent phase” by both the majority and the oppo- 
sition. 

“No one is secking not to recognize the rights of the 
minority,” said the PCI secretary, “but we must also 
remember that the need of a majority has also to be 
recognized.” Further on, the secretary took oy 
bility for having made a “controversial™ proposal to 
party. In sum, the “constituent aaa” sheoka ia eel, 
ciple, have the backing of the PCI in its entirety, with all 
of its internal subdivisions, but the majority will not give 
up proceeding as befits a majority. 


In his rebuttal, Occhetto did not clear up the ambiguity 
that had emerged in his report on foreign policy, and on 
which he was criticized, pointedly, by Foreign Minister 
Gianni De Michelis, who attended the congress. On the 
contrary, Occhetto virtually reproached Ingrao for not 
having grasped the full significance of his [Occhetto’s] 
foreign-policy objectives, particularly insofar as con- 
cerns the role that an eventually unified Germany must 
play. 


“With Lafontaine, | have said that a unified Germany 
within NATO is out of the question,” said the PCI 
secretary, who nevertheless recalled that Gorbachev is 
also avoiding insistence on a neutral Germany, which 
could tend to foster nationalistic leanings and trends 
toward rearmament. Occhetto prefers to position 
German unity within an integrated Pan-European frame 
of reference. 


For the rest of it, Occhetto reiterated the central impor- 
tance the PCI places on labor and the workers, and 
expressed keen interest in and approval of the students’ 
movement. 


Then the PCI secretary addressed the issue of the forth- 
coming regional and administrative elections. He 
announced that “the Communists intend to present lists 
that will mirror and express the incumbent need to 
moralize public administration.” Thus, at least for the 
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admunistratives, the Communists will bank on open lists, 
not necessarily bearing the PCI logo. But Occhetto also 
said he deems it desirabie that cach political force state, 
before the voting, which alliance it seeks and with which 
persons it intends to govern. Thus, for Craxi’s PSI 
{Italian Socialist Party], the real issue lies not between 
whether it secks to govern with the DC [Christian 
Democratic Party] or with the PCI, but “whether a 
wants to be or not to be part of a proposed 

reform of our institutions.” 


Occhetto concluded with a recall to tradition, which 
must strongly characterize the new political party that 1s 
to emerge from the “constituent phase,” and invited “all 
to join the struggle for democracy, for Italy, for Europe, 
and for socialism.” 


* Occhetto Reelected Party Secretary 
90F $0680A Milan L’UNITA in Italian 12 Mar 90 p 3 


[Article by Giorgio Frasca Polara: “For the Constituent 
Phase: 67 Percent “Yes’; Vote on Occhetto: Proponents 
of Motion 2 Abstain”; first paragraph is L’'UNITA 
introduction] 

[Text] For the third time, Occhetto is the PCI [Italian 
Communist Party] secretary, elected by the CC [Central 
Comniittee] on the heels of the vote by the 1 9th Congress 
to open the constituent phase of a new political party. An 
attestation of unity: Aldo Tortorella, president of the 
Central Committee. “That faith of all of us in all of us, 
which I invoked in my summung-up address,” said 
Occhetto, “has begun to live.” Motion | was carried by 
67 percent of the delegates’ votes, Motion 2 received 30 
percent’ Motion 3 got three percent. 


Bologna—The result of the vote that ratified the recon- 
firmation of Occhetto—213 yes, 23 no, 7! abstentions, 
five blank ballots—provided, at 1600 hours, the sign-off 
to a brief but highly significant meeting of the Central 
Committee. The CC itself had been elected only a few 
hours before, at the conclusion of the proceedings of the 
special congress. In fact, as the CC members met in the 
great bowl of the Palasport stadium, alone, to institute 
the proceedings required by the party bylaws, a mean- 
ingful unitary solution had hardly matured as yet, and 
was finally arrived at only after considerable travail. 


Confirmation was implicit in the proposal drawn up by 
Ugo Pecchioli, who presided over the congress’ final 
proceedings, that comrade Aldo Tortorella, one of the 
most authoritative signers of Motion 2, be elected pres- 
ident of the Central Committee. Tortorella has been a 
member of the party's top leadership group since 1969, 
was a coordinator of the Berlinguer secretaryship, is a 
former managing editor of L"UNITA, and is now min- 
ister of interior in the PCI “shadow government.” No 
other proposal, no explanatory statement, only warm 
applause intended to also express affectionate under- 
standing of Tortorella’s absence, owing to the sudden 
illness that befell him Thursday morning. 
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The secret balloting proceeded rapidly: Within a half 
hour, the results were announced. For Tortorella, 230 
votes, against Tortorella, 14; abstentions, | 5; blank bal- 
lots, two; voided, one. In all, 312 votes. Exactly the sare 
number—45 short of a plenum—would, in just a short 
while, elect the party secretary. Tortorella learned of his 
election from Beppe Chiarante, who telephoned him in 
Parma, where Tortorella was resting. “How could that 
happen?” asked a joyful anc surprised Tortorella. “Is it 
true? Are you sure?” He then called L"UNITA, asking it 
to voice for him his thanks “to all the comrades—the 
ladies and gentlemen—who in this way expressed their 
faith in me.” “I know very well,” he added, “that this 
election reaches, with unitary significance, in a delicate 
moment, beyond me as a person, to all those comrades 
who expressed a view that <iffered from that of the 
majority. Unity in our differences is a difficult thing, but 
an essential one in the face of the tasks devolving upon a 
party of the greatness of ours.” “I hope,” he added, just 
before leaving for Rome by car, “that I can prove a 
worthy successor to comrade Natta, for whom I have the 
greatest affection.” 


Meanwhile, at Palasport, in Tortorella’s absence, Giglia 
Tedesco, who had just been elected president of the 
PCT's CNG [National Oversight Committee], put forth 
Occhetto’s candidacy for secretaryship of the party. But 
the delegates of Motions 2 and 3, having shared in the 
broad confluence of votes for Tortorella, now took 
differentiated positions: Those of Motion 2 abstained, 
having decided to do so in a prior caucus; those of 
Motion 3 voted against Occhetto’s candidacy, with a 
statement of reasons delivered in Central Committee by 
Gianmariw Cazzaniga. Divergences remain, he said, with 
as yet no response as to the rules after the postcongress 
phase. No reservations whatever concerning Occhetto as 
a person, but rather a political position, and not one of 
premature judgmeni: If convincing responses regarding 
the rules are forthcoming “over the next several difficult 
months, we shall give them our utmost consideration, 
with a view to possibly changing our position.” 

The secret balloting followed and was completed in even 
less time than the preceding one. The announced resulis: 
for Occhetto, 213 yes, 23 no, 71 abstentions, five blank 
ballots. Warm applause greeted the final words with 
which Giglia Tedesco announced the results of the secret 
balloting. Achille Occhetto was proclaimed secretary 
general for the third time, following the Central Com- 
mittee’s July 1988 meeting after Alessandro Natta’s 
resignation, and the conclusion of the 18th Congress a 
year ago in Rome. Occhetto said a few words of thanks to 
“all the Central Committee comrades: those who voted 
for me, those who abstained, as well as those who voted 
against my candidacy but did so in a spirit, as expressed 
by Cazzaniga, that confirms their faith in me from a 
personal standpoint.” 


The PCI expressed gratification that “The faith 
of all of us in all of us that I invoked in my summing-up 
address—and that the election of Tortorella further 
guarantees to our party's leadership—has begun to live.” 


He then submitted for approval by the CC his proposal 
with respect to the commiuttee that ts to begin inquiring 
immediately into all aspects of the characteristics and 
composition of the party's other leadership components. 
The committee is composed of: 11 members of the 
Motion | faction—Giglia Tedesco, Claudio Burlando, 
Biagio De Giovanni, Luigi Berlinguer, Massimo 
D’Alema, Piero Fassino, Francesca Izzo, Ugo Pecchioli, 
Gianni Pellicani, Barbara Pollastrini, and Mauro Zani; 
five members of the Motion 2 factton—Aldo Tortorella, 
Fulvia Bandoli, Giuseppe Chizrante, Sergio Garavini, 
and Lucio Magri; and one member of the Motion 3 
factton—Armando Cossutta. 


The election of the Central Commitice during the 
morning session was the direct consequence of the voting 
that had taken place in the dead of night on the motions 
that had been introduced during the congress—voting 
that closed at 0230 hours, and in which positions were 
taken by 1,088 of the 1,092 delegates, of whom, interest- 
ingly, the main body of the Milanese were among the last 
to vote. The motion introduced by Achille Occhetto 
[Motion |] had been carried by 726 votes, or 67 percent 
of the total votes cast, almost one percentage point 
higher than the total garnered in the PCI federations’ 

The motion introduced by Angius, Ingrao, 
Natta, and Tortorella [Motion 2] received 322, or 30 
percent, of the votes (including Tortorella’s, whose 
absence was more than justified). Cossutta’s motion 
[Motion 3] received 37, or three percent, of the delegates’ 
votes. Two delegates abstained: Gian Carlo Pajetta and 
Franco Ottolenghi. 


* How Tortorella Was Chosen President 
QOESO680B Milan L’UNITA in Italian 12 Mar 90 p 3 


{Article by Giuseppe F. Mennella: “And the 
Said: “That Name, Let's Choose It Together”; first 
paragraph is L'UNITA introduction) 


[Text] How Tortorella was chosen to succeed Natta. 
Pajetia’s candidacy was floated, but faded away. Finally, 
the surprise ending. 

Bologna—And, in the end, the coup de theatre was not 
lacking. Hardly installed by the 19th Congress, the 
Central Committee elected as its president Aldo Tor- 
torella, thus contradicting the expectations, or at least 
the “leaks,” that had prevailed on the eve, in fact up to 
moments before the announcement, of Tortorella’s can- 
didacy for the presidency of the Central Committee. The 
announcement was made by Ugo Pecchioli, who 
directed the final phase of the congress’ proceedings. 
Tortorella himself was absent because of the illness that 
overtook him suddenly on Thursday morning, after his 
speech introducing Motion 2. 


The result came at the end of a morning filled with 
meetings, caucuses among representatives of the 
motions, confidential talks, discreet approaches. The 
underlying aim of these approaches was to come up with 
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a unitary solution that would not contradict the conclu- 
sion of the symbolic embrace of Achille 
Occhetto by Pictro Ingrao and Alessandro Natta. The 
final step toward the outcome that would be unitary was 
taken by Occhetto himself in the carly afternoon, when 
he asked the representatives of Motion 2—for the 
record: Giuseppe Chiarante and Sergio Garavini—to 
name the president of the Central Committee. Occhetto 
later commented, “The choice of Tortorella is a good one 
and ensures an impartial and intelligent steering of our 
proceedings.” 

Tortorella’s candidacy, it is to be noted, had taken shape 
only moments before, with the election, by a majority 
within the CNG [National Oversight Committee], of 
Giglia Tedesco as its president. 

At the start of the day, Gian Carlo Pajetta’s candidacy 
for president of the Central Committee seemed to be 
gaining widespresd support. His candidacy was symbolic 
of the high prestige he enjoys beyond factional bounds. 
As a matter of fact, Payetta was elected to the Central 
Committee “ex quota,” —that is, not as a representative 
of one of the three motions. At that pount, it seemed that 
some Motion 2 representatives would also have voted 
for Pajetta, but, by late morning, new leanings were 
emerging within the ranks of the minority. These were 
confirmed in a caucus of the Motion 2 faction held in the 
Palasport stadium itself during an interval preceding the 
meeting of the National Oversight Committee, which in 
turn was followed by that of the Central Committee. The 
two committees had been convened to elect their respec- 
tive presidents. 

The caucus, chaired by Pictro Ingrao and Alessandro 
Natta, among others, decided to differentiate between 
their position as regards election of the party secretary 
and that regarding election of the presidents of the 
Central Committee and the National Oversight Com- 
mittee. Ingrao proposed abstention from the voting on 
Occhetto’s candidacy, so as to mark a political differ- 
ence, hence not to be interpreted as a hostile gesture. The 
choices of a vote of opposition and of an alternative 
candidacy were immediately cast aside. The question of 
the candidacies for presidents of the two committees was 
posed by Giuseppe Chiarante. The position expressed by 
Sergio Garavini, Giuseppe Cotturi, and Lucio Libertini, 
among others, attested to a Motion 2 group preference 
for candidacies that would restore balance to the pres- 
ence of the majority and minority forces within the 
leadership—a sharing of the leadership, or abstention. 
Brief statements followed by Pietro Ingrao, Giuseppe 
Chiarante, Gavino Angius, Luisa Boccia, and Piero 
Salvagni, to say, in substance, that the proposing of 
Pajetta, who the evening before had announced publicly 
in the congress his intended abstention from the vote on 
the motions, would not express the spirit of Motion 2 
and therefore would not achieve the required balance of 
forces. Alessandro Natta, the Central Committee presi- 
dent until the 19th Congress, also took the floor to state 
that he had not been offered the candidacy by anyone. 
The first round of the meeting ended with the decision to 
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Alessandro Natta, had a talk with Chiarante and 
Garavini and asked that the minonty be the one to 
suggest a name f >, the Central Committee presidency. It 


Committee to mect. And elect Tortorella. 


* Tortorella’s Long Career as Communist 
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[Article: “Tortorella, 64, Comes From the Resistance, 
Once Headed L"UNITA™] 


[Text] Bologna—The Honorable Aldo Tortorclla was 
born in Naples 64 years ago and lives in Milan. He holds 
a degree in philosophy, is a journalist, took part in the 
Resistance movement, and was imprisoned by the Nazi- 
Fascists in Milan in 1944. After a successful escape, he 
was sent to Genoa and continued in the Resistance until 
25 April 1945. From 1958 to 1962, he was editor in chief 
of L'UNITA. 


He became secretary of the Milanese Federation of the 
PCI [Italian Communist Party], then secretary of the 
PCI's Lombardy Regional Committee, then Milan city 
councilman from 1960 to 1970, and Milan regional 
councilman from 1970 to 1971. He has been a member 
of the Central Committee since 1960 and a member of 
the Executive Committee and the Political Committee 
since the party's 12th Congress. In October 1970 he was 
appointed managing director of L"UNITA. 


He was elected to the Chamber of Deputies of Parlia- 
ment from the Milan-Pavia district for the first time in 
1972 and has been reelected to serve in the same capacity 
in each of the subsequent legislative terms. 
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* Party's Foreign-Policy Platform Presented 
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[Statement of foresgn-policy platform on which the PCI 
{Itahan Communist Party] and its successor will seck to 
unify Italian and European parties and movements of 
the left: “Resolution on Italy's Foreign Policy™] 

[Text] 1. The Itahan Communist Party and, immediately 
upon its being constituted, the new political organization 
of the left shall stipulate a foreign-policy platform of its 
fas published] own to which a shall be committed. A 
platform susted to the historic changes that have taken 
place and are still taking place in Europe with the end of 
the postwar system of balances, the cessation of the cold 
war, and the opening of a new phase of international 
relatrons that, though not devoid of serous dangers and 
risks of new umbalances, represents a major opportunity 
for cooperation among peopies in an effort to resolve the 
global problems confronting our planet and Europe. 
These fundamental sdeas inspired the part of Comrade 


—<Guarantee Italy's security and renewal. 


—Democratize the European integration process and 
steer this process toward the achievement of polriical 
unity. 


—Define a new concept of security and defense, and 
contribute actively to the disarmament process in 
Europe and on an international scale. 


—Contribute to the building of a new Pan-European 
collective order, with the definitive dissolution of 
blocs. 


—Reopen the prospects for development of the South, 
with a drastic reordering of North-South relations. 


—Contribute to a democratically onented reform of the 
international political and economic institutions. 
—Contnbute to the solution of environmental issues, as 

one of the highest international priorities. 
2. Italian policy can be truly effective only within a 


3. Since the fall of the Berlin wall, 
disarmament negotiations, and the 
yam opin go my Bey A By Be 

fundamental trend of the European situation 1s toward 
the dissolving of blocs. The old perception of the “threat 


from the East™ is no longer meaniagiul. And thes renders 
the old strategy of NATO cqually obsolete. The nsks 
today are of another type, linked im large part to the 


a) Definitive recognition, in a peace treaty or other 
equivalent document, of the borders already ratified by 
the Helsinki agreements. 


b) Reduction of the German armed forces to sirictly 
defensive levels, with total exclusion of nuclear arms in 


become neutral, but will instead become a part of this 
new collective system, the linchpin of which must be the 
CSCE. 


Not even as a transitional step can any serious thought 
be given to the extension of the current NATO structure 
to Germany as a whole. A solution must be found, 
however, that will lead to the transformation and drsso- 
lution of the two military alliances. 


5. The setting in which the formation of a new Pan- 
European order can be «iscussed is provided by the 
CSCE—that is, by the Helsinki Treaty. In this regard, 
however, there are two different views. One is that the 
CSCE can merely guarantee coexistence between the two 
alliances; the other is that the CSCE is the setting that 


only be supported but must also be rapidly implemented 
and fleshed out. As we see it, the Helsinki Treaty must: 
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a) Become a permanent insiitution with institutional 
structures, including a parliamentary assembly. 

b) Thus institutsonalized, be a guarantor of the untouch- 
ability of the existing borders in Europe. 


—Press within NATO for action by the Alliance and its 
member countnes, beginning now, and on a planned 
basis, to reduce military spending (at the rate of four 

in real terms), so as to devote the 


~~-Press for an agreement on the total banning of nuclear 


—Press for a strengthening and broadening of the system 


These choices having been made on a multilaterai basis, 
as they must be, must be considered decisive. However, 
Italy and the other countries of the two alliances can at 


—The revising of programs currently under way 
involving the technological modernization of 


by acti 
the Comiso base be converted to civil use, to be 
restructured as an international science and tech- 
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Wath respect to security policy, the congress urges the 
shadow government to develop a constant and wide- 
ranging exchange of views with leaders of the party and 
of the FGCI [Itahan Communist Youth Federation], 
with the forces of the European left, and with the pacifist 
associations and movements. 


ceed more rapidly toward not only economic and mon- 
ctary intcgration, but also political unification, and must 
take an active part in the search for the most valid 
solutions to the problem of German reunification and to 
that of developing the process begun at Helsinki. Also 
pressing is the need: 

—To bridge the Community's ever-widening democratic 
gap by means of a substantive revision of the powers 
of the Council, the Commission, and the Parliament, 
the primary object being to boost the powers of the 
latter. 


—To develop the European Community as one open to 
Central and Eastern Europe, and to the South, rather 
than as a closed-door, protectionist pole. 


—To draw up, in the light of its new relationships with 
the East European countnes, a much more compre- 
hensive and committed social charter than the one 
that has been adopted by the Council. 


—For Europe to develop a new world view of develop- 


8. The changes that have taken place on our continent 
cannot be addressed constructively without a contextual 
attack on the problems of the South, which are still 
tragically high on the order of business. 


and political pressure that have been exerted by the 


na 
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oe positively, but the policy of sanctions 
also be firmly maintained. In general, the UN is 

to be encouraged to reform its institutions so as to be 

better able than in the past to play an active role on the 

solution of regional conflicts. 


ry 


* Occhetto's Clesing Spevch at 19th PCI 
Congress 
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by Achille Occhetto, secretary of the Italian 


involved im culture, the arts, and science—who have 
followed the labors of our congress. | want to salute and 
thank also the thousands of women and men comrades 
who have contributed to the realization and functioning 
of the complex machinery of the congress. To all of them, 
and | am certain that | express the th ought of the women 
and men delegates, gocs our appreciation and our 
applause. As you have seen, | thought it best in my report 
not to limit myself to drawing together the separaic 
strands of a congressional debate that was stressful and 
impassioned, but | desired rather to open a discussion on 
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cavaandidlaamstnannceamennantonen 
in our debate and in our internal relationships, so that 
when all is said and done, after vigorous controversy 
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and, let ot be sand, disagreement, the varnous arguments 
might find points of convergence aod meld together. 


On this account I wanted to go more in detail into the 
principles and the themes of a basic program. It is here. 
im fact, that we find the reasons that speak to the spurit, 


open. 
and to giving at the same time the image of a force 


5 


principal problem we are all called to solve 1s, as has 
been said, the one that involves our role, our function in 
this period of historic change. It is in this context that 
consideration of the ideals that are to guide us must be 
placed. A great political force that sets goals of a trans- 
formation of society and of the state for itself is. in fact, 
called upon to define general political directions and to 
mobilize social, cultural, and political forces on the basis 
of these great ideals. Well enough. those ideals show that 
we do not come from nowhere, that there is behind us a 


| agree when he says that, in our internal existence, a 


Hit 
tit 
ttl 
Aue 
Ha 


| 
| 
i 


i 
; 


1} 
i 
i 
i 
th 
rid 


i 
TF 
i 
AL 


ri 
i 
| 
s 


the relationships among the valucs of liberty, equality, 
and solidarity. This was not an academic exercise uncon- 
nected to real affairs, it was not an eclectic combining of 
diverse cultural factors, nor yet a hasty job of absorbing 
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and approach But the results are yet more negative if we this one 1s useful for making concretely evident what the 
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Om the university we are still waiting for a clear proposal 
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real anomalies are in the Italian government budget. And 
within these anomalies can be seen conflicts and a 
particular resolution of conflicts as a function of the 
existing power bloc. That is why we say: social struggle 
and struggle for reform of the state. It makes no sense to 
separate the two things. It is on this plane that the raison 
d'etre of a great political party defines itself, its domestic 


fear, and a determination to change 
different outcomes, and which we 
channel in a reform direction. Very well. In the South 

man- 
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relationship between state and society. 

For all these reasons we speak of the alternative as a 
change of classes at ihe directive levels of the country. 
We are not therefore in the position of dealing with 
differences of approach when we say that the political 
system cannot be considered separately from the inter- 
ests that dominate society, in our saying that there is a 
problem of the relationship between politics and social 
forces and elements. The real difficulty is that of identi- 
fying the fundamental levers to take firmly in hand. We 
intend to conduct an opposition struggle and to build a 
democratic alternative to that reorganization of pow=7s, 
to those “political potentates” in the field of finance, 
economics, and media, who tend to exercise a domi- 
nating function on the whole of society. To do this we 
must, however, keep weil in mind that the process of 
reorganization referred to has changed the location and 
the nature of the conflicts. 


Faced with new situations, new tactics are needed. One 
cannot always respond with the same tactics. A new 
culture of conflict is therefore necessary that is founded 
on a new analysis of the conflicts themselves. We have 
not hesitated to take up challenges and to promote 
dynamics of conflict. When the occasions arose in social 
life and in the working world, we seized them quickly. 
That is the way it has been with the vouchers [health care 


proposal], in the fight against drugs, and with taxes. 


That is the way it was when after many years we brought 
the great question of freedom and rights in the factories 
back into the foreground. Do we want to forget all that? 
Well, then, since none of us has “surrendered,” do we 
perhaps want the constituent phase to be a kind of long 
congressional session, or do we not want it rather to be a 
great mass laboratory, one that will allow us to put to the 
test, to link ourselves to, and to mobilize all those 
energies that can no longer put up with the present power 
system? In this regard it is also evident that a very clear 
relationship exists as far as we are concerned between 
material conditions and effective mghts to freedom. 
What else was the fight against the decree on the cost of 
living increases but a strong resistance battle aimed 
precisely at linking the right to freedom to the material 
conditions of the workers? The stake was very much 


more than the one represented by a few tens of thousands 
of lire. However, we fought that battle with an awareness 
of its real meaning. 


We did not desert, no, we have been defeated. Today we 
see that it is possible to recover from that defeat if we 
know how to move by beginning from a new vision of the 
problems. We must therefore stay inside the molecular 
processes that are changing our society, make the poten- 
tial for a movement of struggle and conflict against all 
exclusion and injustice emerge, and grasp th> diffuse 
demand for a real equality of rights and for greater 
independence. These are demands and this is a move- 
ment that is maturing and that can grow aud become 
strong. How can it fail to be seen that all this puts into 
the field energies that sense, that see, hope in our 
capacity to advance and put forward a credible alterna- 
tive. Of course, there are perhaps some who favor our 
change in direction because they imagine and fool them- 
selves into thinking that it may lead to the liquidation of 
a reform force. 


These are our old adversaries, we know them well! How 
can we fail to see, however, that there is a whole area of 
society, one potentially much broader, that can look at 
this change of ours with a great deal of favor and 
dedicate itself to the prospects for change in the Italian 
political situation? It is to this part of society, to the one 
that wants these changes, that we want to talk. But who 
makes up this part of society? What interests, what 
aspirations does it have? And, above all, with what 
language, what goals, what capability for persuasion can 
we speak to this part of society? | do not think it can be 
done just by finding some point of equilibrium among 
old, and often worn-out, internal arguments. 


In light of the fact that among us there are opportunists 
and conservatives, those who are always ready to give 
way and those who are the possessors of a purity of 
intentions. Can we imagine that the Italian society we 
want to talk to needs all that? Or do we not wish rather 
to try to produce something truly new, showing ourselves 
to be a force that places itself first of all within a great 
transformation, in order to effect in this context a 
political action concretely democratic and reformist? 
Certainly such a prospect is not produced by a salvific 
act. There exists, however, a function and value in 
political decision, too. Just as there exists a function and 
value, also, in certain conditions, in power. 


We are told this foremost by the millions of women and 
men, and above all by the weakest and the most disin- 
herited among them, who have a very clear perception of 
what the relationship is between their immediate needs 
and the function, the exercise, of power. The subject of 
power has always been a central theme for the forces of 
the worker movement and for the communist move- 
ment. It is true that a certain concept of power has led to 
grave distortions and failures. But the problem of power 
remains. We have been dealing with this question for 
some time in original terms that are substantially dif- 
ferent from the communist tradition in making the 
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permanent value of democracy its fulcrum. Today we are 
called upon to take a further step, in the first place 
through a discussion on the limits of the party, which has 
rightly been taken as a particularly significant aspect of 
our thinking, one that still needs study. In the second 
place by linking, today, in the situation existing in this 
country, the question of power to a vision of political 
and institutional debate based on alternation as a con- 
dition for building an alternative at once political and 
social. 

If a political force like ours does not have the will to face 
these problems, it loses credibility. Not just because of 
the collapse of the countries of the East (which, in any 
case, and irrespective of what any one of us may think, 
long remained in the popular imagination as a concrete 
benchmark relative to a possible power alternative for 
the lower classes, and to deny this would be to deny 
historical truth). Not so much because of this, I was 
saying, but because today they want an answer from us 
that tells them that history did not come to an end with 
the decline of that socialist experiment. Our proposal is 
not therefore a diversion. And it does not necessarily 
have to represent a mere shift in analysis regarding the 
problems of society. And why should we necessarily have 
to keep the matter of the analysis of society and of the 
existing dynamics separate from that of encounter with 
the political prospects? What we want to do is the exact 
opposite: to join together analysis of reality and political 
action. In this respect I would like to remind you of what 
Gramsci wrote: “...1t is ridiculous to think of a purcly 
‘objective’ vision. Anyone who has a vision has a ‘pro- 
gram’ to make a success of, and the vision is precisely an 
clement in that success. That does not mean that the 
vision must always be arbitrary and gratuitous or purely 
a tendency. It may be said, on the contrary, that only to 
the extent that the objective character of the vision is 
connected to a program does this character acquire 
objectivity—because passion alone sharpens wit and 
cooperates in rendering intuition clearer....” 


A Constructive Challenge to the Socialists 


Even back in the important Central Committee mecting 
of November 1987, when we raised the question of a 
breakup and reform of the political system, there were 
those who talked of a shift in analysis. Today, however, 
we are all in agreement on the need for such a breakup. 
But what I most want to say is that it depends on all of us 
in the new situation to keep together what must be kept 
together: the Italy we want, the elements that must be 
won over to this enterprise, the institutional reforms 
necessary for a new political system that would permit 
truly reform decisions. 


It 1s from this perspective that we have turned to that 
totality of forces, of movements, of associations thai can 
bring forth a renewed left and a reform camp. It is from 
this perspective that we have turned to the PSI [Italian 
Socialist Party}, also in terms of a constructive political 
and cultural challenge, of a rivalry on the level of a real 
modern reformism. It is in this framework that an effort 
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to make a joint search through a more vigorous 
encounter was made to the PSI. What docs 1 mean to 
talk about a joint program except to seck a more vig- 
orous enceunter with the PSI on the level of content, of 
program decisions, and of reform consistency? 


I consider the respect with which our interiocutors have 
looked upon all of the elements in our debate—another 
important innovation we have succeeded in bringing 
aboul—to be a significant and positive fact. In this 
respect I want to add that I am in agreement with Magn 
when he says, apropos of cross-pollination, that there 
cannot be one-way pollination. | agree, provided that we 
do not look with frozen suspicion upon thos who might 
undertake a path that, however it may be viewed, does 
not look easy for anyone. And let us ignore other more 
ignoble suspicions, perhaps induced by a certain current 
school of advertising. No examination is being held for 
apprentice advisers to the Prince! A political leader who 
takes his work seriously takes counsel from the totality of 
the collective action, political and cultural, without 
giving particular importance to personal relationships. 
trusting in the possibility of obtaining from the totality 
of a free, not servile, cultural output the suggestions that 
can assist in formulating political decisions, submitting 
those same political decisions subsequently to the judg- 
ment and the collective verification of the party's lead- 
ership group. 


We want to interweave our experience and our develop- 
ment with those of others, with those of external forces. 
And so it 1s obvious and logical that we intend to do that 
with the various internal tendencies as well. None of us 
has ever thought of doing away with what | do not define 
as a minority but as a sector of women and men 
comrades that has taken a different position relative to 
the proposal made I repeat that we are not dealing with 
a return to democratic centralism but with keeping alive 
and nourishing an open debate. That demands a higher 
sense of unitary responsibility on the part of both the 
majority and the minority. 


It is therefore a unitary government of the party—I am 
repeating what | said in my report—that involves full 
acceptance of the principle of majority rule and the 
possibility of a change in the majority itself. Comrade 
Ingrao has again claimed the right to dissent, we have 
gone well beyond the recognition of such a rght. Natta is 
right when he reminds us that the development of 
democracy in the party in the direction we are trying had 
already begun at the 18th Congress, and even before, at 
the 1 7th Congress, under his direction. | don not believe, 
therefore, that we should consider those comrades who 
see things differently as dissenting, but in a much more 
positive way as tendencies that must participate in the 
life of the party through their capacity for ideas. Accord- 
ingly, we go beyond simple dissent to build the rules for 
a free debate. There 1s no one who does not recognize the 
rights of the minority, it must also be remembered that it 
iS Necessary to recognize the existence of a majority. 
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It has been said that criticism of the countnes of the East 
need not necessarily lead to embracing a moderate and 
rightist position. I agree, and | am convinced that ours is 
a criticism of the left because it is a criticism drawn from 
our socialist ideals, which 1s made with regard to regimes 
that have trampled on those ideals, and because it is a 
criticism motivated by a full and explicit knowledge of 
what new things are happening in the East, and the 
importance and the value of Gorbachev's decisions, not 
just for the USSR. not just for the countries of the East, 
but also for the entire world. We are therefore in the 
field, without suffering any drift toward moderation, but 
with the objective of constructing a different prospect for 
the country, for all the women and men who live in this 
country, and together with them. 


A Different Government for the Cities 


This is a different prospect that we intend to build 
beginning with the cities, beginning with a different 
government of the cities. We spoke about it recently in 
our assembly of local administrators. A different govern- 
ment of the cities means today, first of all and concretely, 
facing the decisive problems of efficiency in order to 
manage better the available resources, which tend to be 
tighter, and of efficacy, by ensuring and verifying an 
effective conformity between the actions taken and the 
goals we intend to attain through them. Not to resolve 
these problems would mean putting cards into the hands 
of those who favor the dismantling of the social state; it 
would mean ignoring the close relationship that binds 
together respect for the rights of citizens and the effi- 
ciency and the efficacy of services and public functions. 


Taking action on this problem is therefore a primary 
work of inestimable value in the moralization of public 
life. The local authorities can be the first test of the line 
we intend to develop, that of a politics that plans more 
and administrates less. A line such as this has great value 
for the whole country, but especially for the South. In 
preparation for the coming elections, we intend to creaic 
lists that are the reflection and expression of the priority 
need for the moralization and reform of politics. We 
must begin from the bottom that process of renewal, of a 
reform of politics and of the institutions, that has not yet 
succeeded in getting started from the top. 


We must gather together all those—parties, movements, 
associations, and individuals—who identify themselves 
with this fundamental need. It is essential that the best 
energies of civil society enter into the electoral competi- 
tion. In this regard we believe it is very essential, as an 
act of frankness and honesty toward the voters, that 
every political force define beiorehand its program, the 
alliances it is pursuing, and ihe men it intends to govern 
with. We address ourselves to the PSI, not asking it to 
say whether it intends to govern with the DC [Christian 
Democratic Party] or the PCI, but whether it intends or 
does not intend to be part of a program of profound 
reform of our local institutions. It is from this same 
viewpoint that we address those reform forces of the 
Catholic world who are acutely aware of the need for 


establishing an honest and consistent relationship 
between values and concrete actions, and who seck an 
answer to their worthy demands in the reform of politics. 


In the same way, we turn to those among the Radicals, 
among the Greens, who sense the great importance of 
fighting against the deterioration of parties and in favor 
of what has been called an ecology of politics. We want to 
create genuine lists of liberation from old rationales for 
the exercise of power, citizens lists that will grasp the 
innovative impulses that are maturing in civil society. 
We must realize, however, and the difficulties encoun- 
tered in the recent past teach us, that a generic appeal to 
independent personalities is no longer sufficient. It is 
well, therefore, wherever it is possible, to work on open 
lists that go in the direction of representing a broad 
democratic and reform unity, and that can present 
themselves, even as regards symbols, in the form of 
democratic citizens lists. 


We know that it is not enough to pul proposals on the 
table. It is necessary to put brains to work. The social 
quality, the environmental quality, and the democratic 
quality of urban life need a politics of the nghts of 
citizens beginning with the power that they really possess 
on the lists. Of course, this involves putting together real 
groupings around serious programs. Al the same time, 
such groupings, which go beyond the PCI, can present 
themselves as the most efficacious answer to the attempt 
to make all the councils like the national five-party 
coalition. We hope for a clear decision in the direction of 

alternatives, and not of mere alliances. Indeed, 
for the councils of the left, as well, programmatic clarity 
must prevail in a preeminent way, first of all as regards 
the ethical question. We are going toward this electoral 
campaign, therefore, with all our strength, and also with 
the expectations and the hopes that can be aroused in 
public opinion by a party that has put itself at risk in 
order to reform the political system and to create the 
conditions for an alternative so that it may not always be 
the same elements that are leading this country. 


In this electoral campaign a party that is working for the 
constituent will present itself, and it will ask for com- 
pany and support as well as for votes in a process that 
must now involve the whole of Italian society. The PCI 
that decided to bring into being a constituent for the new 
political formation is the PCI of all of us, and each of us 
will work for its success. In this way we think that we will 
be able to give a first response, or at least a contribution 
in that direction, to the great problem of the government 
of the cities. We all understand the processes of destruc- 
tion and social dispersion present in the large cities. Old 
and new forms of solitude, of injustice, of alienation. 
Just as we understand the distress over so many plans, 
hopes, and desires that find no opportunity for 
expressing themselves positively. Each of us understands 
and, to some extent, experiences all that! 


What we are trying to do is to unite forces that oppose 
these processes and are determined to change. What we 
are trying to do is to supply proposals and, where we can, 
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to make choices as to government. All that having well in 
mind the limits of politics, and especially of a party, 
because it 1s the awareness of these limits that makes it 
possible to work within one’s own capacities. A great 
deal has been said in this congress about the heart and 
the head, about sentiment and reason. It is impossible, 
perhaps even monstrous, to think of a woman or a man 
rendered half of what he or she ought to be, a person who 
would not consist of a “combination™ of one and the 
other. We are aware that multiple impulses toward and 
kinds of manipulation and domination exist that impov- 
erish people and produce forms of alienation. We must 
and we are determined to combat them because we all 
give importance to man’s value and his irreducibility to 
calculation. That ts why we consider possible and accept- 
able only a politics that is founded on man and responds 
to the needs of man, and, hence, a democratic politics, 
one that 1s based, that is to say, on the dignity and the 
rights of every man. 
To stand up against this trial with all the difficulties, the 
falsities, and the defeats, too, that it involves, it would be 
well, | think, to remember what an important intellectual 
of this century, Max Weber, said. He said that we do not 
know to what extent it is necessary to follow the ethics of 
conviction or of responsibility, and when the one and 
when the other. We are profoundly struck when a man— 
it does not matter whether he be young or old—who 
really and with all his being feels responsible for the 
consequences, acts in accordance with the ethics of 
responsibility and says at a certain point: I cannot do 
differently; I shall not move from here. Here is a purely 
human action that is inspiring...and, hence—he con- 
tinues on—the ethics of conviction and that of respon- 
sibility are certainly not in direct opposition to one 
another but are mutually complementary, and only when 
joined make up a true man, one who can have a 
“vocation for politics.” Both, | would add, can comple- 
ment each other and not mutually exclude one another if 
they are based on an awareness of one’s own limits and 
the limits of any possible human action. Only thus, in the 
end, is a genuine possible freedom to be had. 


My dear women and men comrades, the proposal put 
forward by me some months ago has obtained a large 
majority in the party. | understand perfectly well that 
with this | have assumed a position that divides rather 
than one that unites. I did it because I was convinced 
that we were faced with choices that were, in any event, 
risky and full of unknown eventualities. And this 
because the gencral situation is risky and full of unknown 
eventualities. The position | assumed led me to conduct 
a quiet congressional campaign, not to participate in any 
congress, above all not to respond and not to object even 
when brought into discussion. All of that involved some 
difficulty because it posiponed all my replies until the 


opening report. 


The Duty To Decide and To Be Consistent 


However, it also had the advantage of not giving them 
the character of argument and of stripping them of small 
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passing resentments. Nevertheless, having assumed the 
burden of a divisive proposal, I know that in doing this 
I have concentrated on my own particularly strong 
feelings. Well, | want to say in all frankness that, if it is 
felt that the rebuilding of a climate of unity, which for us 
does not mean the abolition of differences but collective 
responsibility and a reciprocal relationship of trust, 
consistent with the congressional decision, which was 
that of creating a new political formation—if it 1s felt, | 
was saying, that the building of a climate of unity ts in 
any way impeded by the decisiveness with which | tried, 
without polemical pressures, to support a political dca, 
then the party has the ability and even the duty in that 
case to choose with consistency 


We are entering a difficult period in which there may be 
repercussions, attacks, even provocations agaist our 
initiative. All attempts at renewal in depth and at 
removing impediments to democratic life in this country 
have always brought these dangers with them and 
involved risks of this kind. 


This, in any event, must be our common conviction if we 
intend to engage in a battle in the course of which 
attempts will be made in various ways and by different 
elements to make us depart from the path we have 
chosen, to make us abandon the effort undertaken, 
forcing us in this way to pay a high price, or, on the 
contrary, pushing us toward drifting away into an iden- 
tity vacuum and a loss of our function as an alternative. 
We have the ability to deal with these threats. We must, 
however, show ourselves to be capable of serious and 
frank debate, of bringing free expression and encounter 
between the differing positions to life, and to reestab- 
lishing a climate of trust, a trust of all toward all. 


Let us admit then that there is a difference of opinion 
that has exoressed itself on this occasion im terms of a 
majority and a minority. We believe that, .a full respect 
for the rules of democracy and in the framework of 
overcoming democratic centralism, this does not involve 
surrendering something to someone but regulating our 
internal debate in a positive and constructive way. 
However, what | want to ask the congress for is the trust 
of all toward all. Only a renewed collective trust can give 
us the strength needed for such a difficult road. This 
great community of women and men must take action to 
renew its own strength, a strength of great value, one 
essential to Italian democracy and to the left. 


Some commentator has noted that the hall of the con- 
gress is particularly red this time. | say immediately that 
this is not contrary to what we propose to do. Red is the 
color of the worker movement of socialist and commu- 
nist inspiration. At the end of the congresses of the 
Socialist International, “Red Flag” is sung in Italian, the 
same occurs in Moscow. It is the symbol of a common 
glonous inheritance that we certainly do not renounce. 
We intend to change many things, but we do not intend 
to leave the historical furrow from which we come, we 
want to enlarge it, and, for this reason, we can all say 
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pul pressure on Occheito to avoid a rupture, pointing 
out, furthermore, that they were not at all sure of all of 
the “yes” votes: “We're likely to end up split for the sake 
of electing one who not only says ‘no,’ but also says 
nyet.”” 


The secretary's team debated the question in caucus, in 
depth and at some length. Finally, Occhetto decided to 
ask the minority for a proposal, and, when the minority 
offered Aldo Tortorella’s candidacy, he immediately 
gave it the green light. A two-hour stalemate had ended, 
and the PCI “general staff,” in full and smiling, filled the 
Palasport bowl. And, a half hour later, the curtain came 
down on the PCI's 19th Congress. 


* New Central Committee Elected 
YOESO680E Milan L’UNITA in Italian 12 Mar 90 p 4 


{List of new CC [Central Committee] and CNG 
[National Oversight Committee] members] 


[Text] 


NEW MEM 
AND TUE 
NATIONAL OVERSIG 
CENTRAL COMMITTEE 
Arngo Boidrm Gian Carlo Payetta 
Franco Onolengh Tullo Veochsett: 
Motion | Men 
Achille Occhetto Roberto Guerron 
Daniele Alni Renzo Imben: 
Aldo Amati Berardo Impegno 
Silvano Andnan Antomo La Forgia 
Vito Angiuli Luciano Lama 
Cnorgro Ardito Carlo Leom 
iginvo Arnemma Gwhano Lucanm 
Augusto Barbera Emanuele Macaluso 
Roberto Bancc Grorpo Maccrotta 
Antonw Bassolino Cnann Magnan 
Massimo Bellott: Michele Magno 
Lung: Berlinguer Cnovanm Mancinone 
Cnovann Beriinguer Silvio Mantovam 
Antomo Bernard: Claudio Martin 
Franco Benolam Graziano Mazzarello 
Vincenzo Bertolin Massimo Micucc: 
Croffredo Bettini Maurizio Mighavacca 
Tirreno Branch Marco Minnit: 
Cruseppe Boffa Umberto Minopol: 
Prero Borghin Walier Molinaro 
Gianfranco Borghim Accursio Montalbano 


Roberio Borrom 
Serpo Bozz 

Paocto Bufalin: 
Augusio Burattin: 
Claudio Buriando 
Stefano Buzz: 
Guuseppe ( aldarola 
Robeno Camagn: 
Antomo ( apaid: 
Roberto Cappetinn 
Valeno Caramass: 
Salvatore Carpentier 
Gaetano Carrozzo 
Wahler Ceocarm 
Gianm Cervetu 
Gerardo Chiaromonte 
Salvatore Cherchi 
Maunzio Chiocchett: 
Vannino Chiti 
Lug: Colajyann: 
Lug: Corban 
Domenico Costa 
Umbeno Cun 
Massimo D Alema 
Massimo DeAngelis 
BiagooDe Giovann: 
Vincenzo De Luca 
Cesare De Picools 
Antomo Di Bisceghe 
Claudro Di Gennaro 
Carmine Di Pietrangelo 
Piero Di Siena 
Domenico Di Resta 
Leonardo Domenic: 
Vasco Erram 
Antonello Falom: 
Guido Fant: 
Alberto Fasciolo 
Piero Fassino 
Gianm Ferrere 
Michele Figuretl 
Renzo Foa 

Pietro Folena 
Paolo Fomtaneth 
Gruseppe Franco 
Angelo Fredda 
Alessandro F~sullo 
Lucano Gallinaro 
Serpo Gambin: 


FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 


FBIS-WEUL-90-082-S 
27 April 1990 


Grovann: Mora 
Eanco Morando 
Faboo Mess: 
Antonio Napol: 
Grorpo Napolitano 
Dino Orru 
Grovanm Parm 
Ugo Pe <tuol 
Gianni: Pellicam 
Claudso Petruccioh 
Giann: Piatt: 
Roberto Prermatt: 
Franco Potrtano 
Mano Quattrucc: 
Gwuho Quercrm 
Umberno Ramer 
Guamprcro Rasimell 
Alfredo Reichhin 
Antonello Rice: 
Vittomo Rieser 
Antomo Rub 
Paolo Rubino 
Elvio Ruffino 


Carlo Sain 
Cesare Salve 
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Francesco Ghureth Lino Zacca 
Fausto Grovannell: Gnrovambatusta Zorrol: 
Luciano Guerzon 

Menoe | Vemrn 
Vaierna Ajovalasi Antonia Lanucara 
Aurchana Albenc: Adnana Laudan: 
M. Teresa Amucs Loredana Ligabue 
Anna Annunziata Perla Lusa 
Tiana Ansta Olaudia Mancina 
Marisa Bacigalupo Cristena Manfredins 
Forenza Bassol) Giuvhana Manica 
Gianna Benedett: Patna Guidett: 
Daniela Benell: Donatcila Massaretl 
Romana Bianch: Donelia Matiesin: 
Lina Botzon: Carmen Minnuto 
Angela Bottan Stefania Misticom 
Felicia Bottino Elena Montecch: 
Paola Botton: Deha Murer 
Fatana Brugnol: Gianna Natale 
Nadia Buttin: Teresa Nespeca 
Eva Cantarella Liana Omegna 
Flonana ( asellato Paola Ornens: 
Anna ( asicliano Rossella Palmim 
Adnana Cavarero Cristina Papa 
Cristena Cecchim Laura Pennacch: 
Adnana Cec Adele Pesce 
Licta Conte Barbara Pollastrin: 
Elena ( ordom P Paola Profumo 
Rosa Cutrufell: Alfonsina Rinasdi 
Fedora D' Annucci Clara Ripols 
Sivana Damen Antonella Rizza 
Marta Dassu Mansa Rodano 
Anna Del Mugnar Guha Rodano 
Elisabetta Di Prisco Irene Rubin: 
Patria Fernone Anna Sanna 
Raffactla Froretia Antometta Sarton 
Bianca Mana Fiontlo Anna Mara Serafin: 
Katia Franc Marina Seren: 
Vittona Franco Rita Srochs 
Angela Francese Elsa Sagnormo 
Crghota Galletio Paola Simonet: 
Vilna Grmethen Antoncila Spaggian 
Wanda (ruhano Ancla Testone 
Laura Giusti Osvaida Trupia 
Lusgina Ambrogio Livia Turco 
Marnangela (rrainer Grovanna Ubeno 
Anna Marna (,uadagn: Annelise (/bertone 
Leoniide lott Donana Valente 


Francesca Izzo 
Graze Labat 


Gavino Angus 
Guancario Aresta 
Franco Argada 
Alberto Asor Rosa 
Nicola Badalon: 
Vincenzo Barbato 
Luciano Barca 
Pietro Barcelona 
Edgardo Bonalum: 
Alfano Bonaventura 
Giann: Borgna 
Marco Bowo 
Gruseppe Bova 
Vaierno Calzolaio 
Paolo ( anatell: 
Michele Casalucc: 
Giuseppe Chiarante 
Cesco Chinello 
Lionello Cosentino 
Gruseppe Cotturn 
Famiano ( rucianell: 
Michele D'Ambrosio 
Nicola D' Adamo 
Manto Di Mauro 


Fulvio Fama 
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ltaha Carnarol Lith Rampello Daniela Coth Vera Petrem 
Lecana Castellina Anna Mana Riviello Tima De Sio Mola Pierall: 
Franca Chiaromonte Lursa Salemme Lina Fibs Ornella Prom 
Biancarosa Confort: Ersiha Salvato Figen: Guanna Serra 
Laura Conti Vittona Scanu Francesca Marnnaro Pina Siivesin 
Daniela Dace: Mana Grazia Sestero Miscellan: Monica Tavernom 
Alberta De Semone Vittoria Tols Magda Negn Gigi Tedesco 
Daniela Dioguard: Alessandra Zampi 
Gasa Grossi Carta Zanott Menes >) Mea 
Chiara Ingrao Lidia Zasso 
Daniela Michett Grazia Zuffa Abdor Alinovi Marengo Bruno 
Franco Barbagallo Renato Pollm 
Motion }— Mea Michelangelo Notanann: Waher Biel!) 
Claudio Carmen Gnorgo Meie 
Renato Albertin: Giranmano Cazzanica Gianm Ferrara Antonino (uffaro 
Grovanm Bacciard Armando ( ossutta Rocco Cord: Osvaldo Angel) 
Antomo Boretl: Paolo Guernm Pancrazo De Pasquaic Guuseppe Toretl 
Luciano Canfora Vittorio Peron Rinaldo Boniemp: 
Guido Cappetion 
Metien ) Vomes 
Metron | Women 
Anna Mana Bon:faz: Anna Pedrazz 
Katia Bethitlo Elisa Paze Bianca Brace: Tors: Lica Perel 
Vea Carpi Fiorella Faics Flora ( alvanese 
NATIONAL OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE Metiea } Men 
Motion |- Men Fausx Montaicor Leag: Pestalozza 
Tomo Alder Pietro Ippolito BOARD OF AUDIT 
Gianfranco Banohn: Giovanni Lol) 
Preriusg: Bersani Roberto Maffiotett: Motion | Men 
Flavio Bertone Andrea Marghen 
Sergoo Brandam Vincenzo Mann: Cesare Fredduzz: Panation: 
Milos Budin Claudio Midali Pietro Gambolato 
Salvatore Cacciapuot: Angelo Oliva 
Luigi Cancrim Alessio Pasquin: Metien | Women 
Domenico Carpanin Roberto Racinaro 
Amos Cecchi Enzo Rogg: Silvana Gruffre Franca Prisco 
Umbeno Cerrom Michelangelo Russo Eiga Montagna 
Aneclo De Mattia Eho Sanfilippo 
Mauro Dragon: Armando Sar: Metioe ) Mee 
Maurizio Ferrara Antonino Tato 
Vasco Giannott Ugo Vetere Vittono Camprone Mauro Tagnon: 
Motion |— Women Motion | Men 
( arla Barbarella Anita Pasquali Olivo Mancin: 
Selma Bellomo Pelus: 
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“It ss emportant to defend the mghts of the minority but 
also the functions and responsibilities of the mayonty.~ 


He 1s interrupted some 30 umes by bursts of applause— 
short ones, sustained ones, and some that fade oul even 


as they begin. 
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* At End, Occhetto Receives Standing Ovatien 
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A mosaic of moods emerges in the 
applause. The secretary scores 
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[Text] Applause drowns out the secretary's final words, 
emotions msc, the entire audience stands as, on the dais. 
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A 
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of 
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[Article by Sergio Criscuoli: “Embrace With Ingrao. 
Then Tears”, first paragr>ph is L"UNITA introduction] 
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woman delegate from Tuscany outside the hall confesses. 
“He filled me with great tenderness. | could have hugged 
him.” A group of young girls, more audacious than she, 
hes in wait for Occhetto, takes the security service by 


* Occhetto ‘Satisfied’ With Results of Congress 
WOES0682B Milan L’UNITA in Italian 12 Mar 90 p § 


[Article by Fabrizio Rondolino: “A Difficult Start but a 
First-Rate Ending”, first paragraph is LUNITA intro- 
duction] 

[Text] “We started from a difficult situation, and it 
seems to me that the result has been better than favor- 
able, rather first-rate.” Occhetto is satisfied with the 
outcome of the 19th Congress, with the “unitary spirit 
that endorses the differences” with which the PC! 
[itahan Communist Party] sets out to bring into being a 
new political party. Election of Tortorella as president of 
the CC [Central Committee]? “A choice that imparts 
fiair-mindedness and intelligence to the course of our 
proceedings.” 


the ancient hot springs center on the Via Emilia highway 
between Bologna and Imola. lt was from Caste! San 
Pietro that he had left, on that 14 November [an Italian 
Resistance movement date during World War Il], to 
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last frenzved meetings are beginning to take place in the 
corndors and conference rooms to decide who will be the 
new president of the CC. When eventually Ugo Pecchioli 
announces that the candidate 1s Aldo Tortorella, a spon- 
taneous round of applause Occhetto also applauds. as he 
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members of the ““no’ faction™ to the position of presi- 
dent of the CC is the expression of the “unitary spirit 
that endorses differences”—the spirit underlying the 
PCI that is emerging from the 19th Congress. 

Now the secretary must be clected. Gigha Tedesco, 
newly clected president of the CNG [National Oversight 


Reelected with 68 percent of the vote, Occhetto has now 
definitely concluded his congressional labors. Before 
leaving the Palasport, he thanks the reporters who have 
covered this “extraordinary congress” for the “zeal and 
intelligence” they have shown. Did it go well? Or badly’ 
How does the PCI secretary view the outcome of Bolo- 
gna’s “historic Four Days”? “We started from a very 
serious situation, a difficult one,” says Occhetto. “If I 
think of how we came in to this congress, | can only feel 
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later than the first couple of days of next week. “I shall 
mmmediately start consultations.” Occhetto promises. 
“Although I hope to be able to grab a few hour of rest,” 
he adds as he steps through the small door leading from 
the presidential dais to the offices of the congress. 


knows that on 6 May the ballot boxes will reveal the true 
initial reaction to the “magnificent adventure” the PCI 
has undertaken. “Many obstacles and many snares lic 
ahead of us.” he says, “and they will seck to obstruct the 
constituent phase.” Then he smiles as he looks back to 
last June's campaign for the European parliamentary 
clections and says: “I've always enjoyed political bat- 
thes...” 


* First Reactions of Faction Leaders 
WESO682C Milan L‘UNITA i> Italian 12 Mar 90 p $ 


Motions”, first paragraph is L"UNITA introduction] 


[Text] It's a minipoll. Occhetto has been elected party 
secretary, Tortorella has been clected president of the 
topmosi leadership body What does this choice signify” 
A case of “a house divided”? Unitary commitment is no 
longer a word but a deed, says Mussi. The conditions 
now cxist, says Napolitano, for “a constructive dia- 
logue.” Ms. lotti is content also because a woman, Gigha 
Tedesco, has been elected to head the CNG [National 
¢ have 


always been and will always be a combative fnar.” 


Fabio Mussi 


The unitary commitment by Occhetto and the majority 
at the conclusion of the congress was not mere words. 
Initial actvons have already demonstrated the senous- 
ness of their intentions, and | sincerely hope that this 
unitary commitment is shared by all. By unitary com- 
mitment | mean, of course, not an all-out “Italian-style” 


& 


UAE 
dil 
Maal 
¢54 
a 
ght 


Giorgio Napolitano 
The election of Aldo Tortorcila embodied a proper 
political and institutional principle of minonty represen- 


exrst for amon constructive dialogue during the difficult 
and demanding phase that 1s now before us | would say 
that even Occhetto's election to secretary took place in a 
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that are by no means secondary. But the climate that has 
been created during the conclusion of the congress will 
enable the addressing of the problems in a ca!mer spit, 
with no one having to renounce our convictions, but 
with a renewed will on the part of all of us to listen. 
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Elie Quercioli 


are the confirmation of a successful congress. The con- — With the effort accomplished to 
recognition 
. That 
that awaits 


confined to the political 


rat of the Central Committee” | was not 
available. The choice of Tortorella was a good one and a 


necessary one. The election of the secretary and of the 
troversy between a majority and a minority, though not with Occhetto's address, 


president of the CNG represent an important fact. They 

settled, nevertheless did not prevent a choice of far- unitary 
y 
battle 
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10m} also took part in the the congress. wrth the righ! to 
speak bul not to vote, as well as representatives of the 


Gclegates of the FOC! [Itahan © —— 
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* Delegates Profiled, Women on Increase 
WESO6RID Milan LUNITA im Italian 11 Mar 9 p $ 


27 April 1990 
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FBIS-WEUL-90-082-S 
27 April 1990 


Thas part of the Communist legacy escaped the attention 
of the leaders of the congress—aside from generic and 
ietenecal references to 1t—as though it did not represent 
2% wmportant aspect of the response the Communists 
used to give to the erroncous “messianism™ of their 
party, often making it a positive effort and, in any event, 
an interesting one as a personal testimony of commit- 
ment and consistency, and even as a choice thal was 
itself in the interests of the community. 


A Legacy To Be Saved 


The history of the Communist Party, as it refers to the 
pronouncements and the demands of Marxism- 
Leninism, is today something to be thrown away. It is 
entirely another thing as it refers to the work of its 
representatives, those who gave it inspiration, its mem- 
bers of Parliament, its members. 

I want to mention it because power, which is the sub- 
stance of politics and of political strife, is not a figment 
of the imagination. 

The director of an important newspaper recalled in the 
days following the death of Sandro Pertini how, after a 
first reading of the letter that Aldo Moro had sent to his 
fnends from prison, Pertini had told him that “he would 
have let himself be killed rather than give in to the 
demand of the Brigades people that he beg for his own 
release.” And Pertini had added, “Of course, Moro 
believes in God, and it is with God that he must settle his 
accounts. | am a secularist and I must preserve my own 
self-respect. | have only that that is worth much more 
than my life because if I lose that, I have nothing left.” 


An Impossible Operation 

| am saying this because, if the way it is attributed to 
Pertini is correct, power would be nothing more than an 
image, and its goals, its objectives, and even its deterio- 
ration would truly resolve themselves platonically into a 
copy of a copy: “an empty shadow on the bare cave 
wall.” [Allusion to allegory of the cave in seventh book of 
Plato's “Republic”.] Hence, from the cave it is necessary 
to go into the light, breaking the shackles that held us, 
like slaves, prisoners in its darkness, out to where we can 
mobile shadows on the wall of the depths of the cave 
itself, and, from the statues to the puppeteers who are 
carrying them, whoever they may be, the gods of 
Olympus or the Christan God or whatever else it may 
be. 


But the Communists are secularists, who know what 
power +s. They know that there is power in every man 
and within each of us. They know this happens even 
though every man finds himself in a power situation, 
whether he be a man of power or one subjected to power. 
It was a mistake then on the part of the PCI to give up 
precisely that expression of power that has been in many 
of its men characterized by a particular moral dimension 
and rendered meaningful by a personal interpretation of 
service to man, and that, far from having colored its ink 


67 


in Marx, in Lenin, and in Stalin, instinctively chose isc 
vital legacy of that humanism linked to a history that is 
wholly Italian and Western, for which reason, as Croce 
said, “we cannot not call ourselves Christian.” 


“things cannot continue like this” and that it 1s necessary 
to establish “a different thing”—he has not hesitated to 
appeal to the European situation, with its tomb of the 
various real communisms, as an cxample for an Italy 
that needs an alternative to the Christian Democrats just 
as Europe has created an alternative to communism. 


It remains historically certain that if, on our side, certain 
democratic forces had not resisted the “temptation of 
communism,” stifling that myth in the hearts of the 
Italians through a harmonious and fair interpretation of 
democracy, with their continuous presence within 
society, side by side along an interminable itinerary with 
the people, with the Italians, in a constant action of 
information, courage, warning, and clarification, the 
dark fascination of the carthly paradise of the Italian 
Communist Party, which is the real fault of the liahan 
Communist Party during a 40-year-long manipulation of 
the truth in the consciousness of the people, might have 
won 


In the same way, if Italian democracy had not succeeded 
in having goals, thanks to those forces—and the Honor- 
able Occhetto rightly calls the Christian Democrats the 
great protagonists of this resistance—goals thal were 
indeed real and realistic of justice, of economic develop- 
ment, of a magnificent social transformation, bringing 
the country to successes that the Communist Party never 
dreamed possible, to such a degree thal it took the 
Berlinguer secretaryship to acknowledge finally the 
domestic and international factual data. Italy would find 
itself today trying to find its way in misery, in a position 
that would bring close to home a reminder of that 
disastrous institutional, economic, and social adventure 


Forty Years of Mistakes 


So, | ask myself, and I ask the secretary of the PCI, where 
would the Italian Communists be today if Italy had 
caperienced Com nunist power, as to which an Italian 
Communist of particular intelligence and ability rightly 
acknowledged that what had happened elsewhere war 
alien to it [the PCI] because it had had “the good fortune 
not to have been im power.” 
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Italy 1s today in the forefront of those bringing support 


1 think that the Itahan Communist Party will be able to 
become something different, a new force at the service of 
democracy, if it can find again the courage of the truth 
about the things that matter, if it is able to recogmze the 
value of some of its men, and if it can denounce the big 
mistake it made im giving credit to a doctrine that, 
fortunately for them, we did not permit to be inserted 
into the history of this country. 


* PSI Cautious About PCI's ‘Vague’ Program 


VOES0684C Rome IL POPOLO in Italian 
13 Mar 90 p6 


[Article by Sandra Bonsanti: “The Tepid Embrace of the 
PSI [Itahan Socialist Party); “Program Stull Vague’, Via 
del Corso Lengthens the Time Frames for a Warm-Up 
on the Left”] 


[Text] PRome—To what extent will the results of the 
congress of Bologna serve to change the political debate, 
to influence it on the eve of the electoral campaign? To 
what extent can the other parties begin to live with the 
prospect of an alternative to the present system of 
government’? The first reactions, although cautious, 
already indicate clearly in which political zones 
Occhetto’s change of direction 1s destined to have influ- 
ence, what the fears and the anxicties of the more 
conservative sectors are, and what on the other hand are 
the expectations of the others. 


There is caution among the Socialists, who, after the 
initial encouragement of Craxi, seem to want to take 
their time and remand to the Rimini assembly (which 
opens on 22 March) a more detailed response. But, from 
what can be learned, even on that occasion the PSI 
[Itahan Socialist Party] will probably not take decisive 
steps toward the alternative. The more prevalent opinion 
indeed 1s that the congress of Bologna represents a first 


round in a process that has five in all ahead of it: The 
first verification of the strength of the change in direc 
seen im the result of the administrative 


that may come in 1991. The contest is therefore not over 
yet, and Crax: keeps on reminding people that it took 
seven years to build the center left. Roberto Villett 
wrote in AVANTI! that the warm-up consisted chiefly in 
a “change in the tone and the style of the relationship 
between the PSI and the PCI [Italian Communist Party). 
The proposal for socialist unity was not accepted, but 
was simply welcomed with interest by Occhetto.” 


In this framework the choice of Aldo Tortorella, one of 
the leaders of the noes, as president of the party, should 
not create further difficulties: Craxi listened to Tor- 
torella, too, mm fact, and subsequently said that the 
criticisms of the opposition were in any event free of 


and wader what conditions, a PSI-PCI dialogue can 
develop, whether, and under what conditions, a left for 
governing can be constructed.” 


Christian Democrats and Republicans, on the other 
hand. are divided on the judgment to be made regarding 
the position taken on the subject of foreign policy: The 


left in the West, the Republicans will not fail to bring 
their critical and constructive contribution to the 
encounter, being a democratic force always interested in 
the prospect of an unblocking of the Italian political 
system in a Western progressive direction.” 


There is a good deal of caution among Liberals and 
Social Democrats. For the PLI [Italian Liberal Party}, “it 
was reasonable to expect something more” from the 
congress of Bologna, and L‘OPINIONE writes that the 
“thing” remains for now a mysterious object, one with 


On the PCI, too, the Christian Democrats are split into 
at least two groups: The DC [Christian Democratic 
Party} of Forlani attacks and criticizes Occhetto, the DC 
of the left favors, instead, internal renewal to keep the 
party from ending up limited to the conservative role the 
alternative might force it into. The director of IL 
POPOLO writes that “a new politics cannot be impro- 
vised or put together by picking a flower here and a 
flower there.” According to Sandro Fontana, “The 
vision outhned by Occhetio continues to be alren to the 
socialist design.” and the open lists with which the 
Communist secretary intends to go into the election— 
that 1s, anty-Christian Democratic lists—are interpreted 
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Mancino, Luigi Granelli, Paolo Cabras, and Giovanni 


* PRI Comments on PCI Reforms 


YOES0684D Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 
22 Mar 90 p 6 


[Article by Giorgio Battistini: “Visentini Bets on the PCI 
{Italian Communist Party]"; first paragraph is LA 
REPUBBLICA introduction] 


[Text] The ivy [party symbol] celebration begins. La 
Malfa fears a crisis: “The summit is coming late.” The 
president of ‘ye PRI [Italian Republican Party] is 
thinking about the alternative: “Occhetto’s move is a 
historic turn of events.” 


Salerno—A historic turn of events like the Italian 
postwar political period. A positive move for avoiding 
the “crystallization” of society. Bruno Visentini, presi- 
dent of the PRI, does not use halftones or plays on words 
to catalog the new developments coming out of the 
Communist congress of Bologna. “We who have been 
antifascist and noncommunist,” he said, in opening the 
celebration of the Republicans in Salerno, “must say that 
this 1s an important opportunity for dissolving the crys- 
tallization of our political system. We cannot approve of 
those who reject every new thing just to keep power or 
shares of power. It is, instead, precisely to be hoped that 
there will be shifts of power in this country.” 


The PRI chose Salerno as a symbol of the placement of 
the party in the new period that seems to be opening up. 
In the domestic geography of political meetings, there is 
always an attempt to give allusive messages. Salerno (city 
of the South that sends a Republican deputy, lialico 
Santoro, to the Chamber of Deputies) has been governed 
for three years by a secular and leftist council, with the 
DC [Christian Democratic Party] in opposition. And 
Bruno Visentini, president of the PRI, while not saying 
$0 explicitly, seems to be thinking precisely about this 
combination, when he sees in the Communist change of 


direction in Bologna a possible key to going beyond the 
consolidation of 40 years of power in Italy. He asks that 
the new things emerging from the Communist sector not 
be merely observed “with the greatest interest.” He 
speaks instead of “sympathy.” “At a time when dictators 
are falling and freedom is advancing, we cannot help but 
look with sympathy at the PCI [Italian Communist 
Party].” 


After Bologna, “but even before, because for some time 
now certain choices had already been made.” According 
to the president of the PRI, this involves an event that is 
“for us almost as important as the one that happened for 
all of Europe with the collapse ©f the communist 
world”—that is, “liberation from unhistoric dogmatism 
in order to arrive at an evolution of which we are at the 
center.” 


The DC is the favorite target of the Republican president 
in a display of poisonous and allusive remarks that 
extend to the entire political class. Visentini criticizes 
“the living from day to day, the sensation of a timidity or 
a systematic moderation that needs to be overcome.” As 
“one of the weakest aspects of Italian politics,” he points 
to the fact that, once power has been acquired, politi- 
cians “don't do anything because of their incompe- 
tence.” He recalls that just a few years ago a prime 
minister said that “anyone who talks about German 
reunification is living on the moon”; and again, recently, 
at Strasbourg, the same prime minister did not want to 
hear anything about German “‘self-determination.” 
Without naming him, Visentini is referring to Andreotti. 
And he attributes to him a “limited vision” of things. 


Visentini has it in, again, for the superficiality of politi- 
cians (I, who was always concerned about making a 
mistake, who suffered when I did not succeed in the 
difficult melding of technical knowledge with politics), 
for the invasion of a pragmatism that tramples on the 
ruins of ideology, forgetting that ideals exist and will 
continue to exist. And with the long wave of systematic 
moderation. He says, “But it will pass.” And the PRI is 
ready for what comes. 


Alert to future balances, to what is changing on the 
political scene, and to the necessity for keeping on top of 
everything, Visentini does not seem overly concerned 
about the surprise vote in the Senate on the Mammi bill. 
It was a vote in which he participated in approving the 
anti-Berlusconi amendment (“a technical detail, not a 
political one,” he says in minimizing it), considering 
approval of the regulation against large media conglom- 
erates to be important. He says, “! read the horrifying 
story printed by PANORAMA, those words of Paolo 
Baffi on the interrelationships among the economic, 
political, and judicial underworlds. And | asked myself 
whether a weekly with the will to publish that same news 
will still exist.” 


A year after Rimini, after that anti-DC thrust of Visen- 
tini and that opening to the left that caused such an 
uproar, after all that has happened in the meantime, the 
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president of the PRI is now opening a large credit to the 
lefi, to the PCI, which is perhaps destined to affect the 
Rimini meeting, too. 

La Malfa no. The secretary of the PRI seems much more 
cautious. He ts instead much concerned about a 
“summit that 1s coming very late, with problems already 
gangrenous.” He warns that, if the Mammi bill on the 
media does not pass, “it will be a big disaster.” Parlia- 
mentary positions on modifying the TV law, according 
to the PRI leader, represent “the fall of a myth, the myth 
of cross-party politics.” 


In reality, he says, “every party is alone. And yet, at this 
moment, precisely on the Mammi bill, the PSI [Italian 
Socialist Party] ts in agreement with us, while it is 
precisely the DC left that is against.” After the five-party 
coalition, La Malfa does not see any definite political 
combination. He repeats that, if the Andreotti govern- 
ment should fall, the road would be that of early elec- 
tions. “This government is the last bulwark” that sepa- 
rates us from that eventuality. But what if the majority 
should dissolve in the meantime? “Nothing is ready. I do 
not see any alternative formula on the horizon to a 
dangerous reduction of the political situation into a 
hodgepodge.” 


* PSDI Reacts to PCI's ‘Alternative’ 
WESO0684E Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 
18-19 Mar 90 p 7 


{Article by Guido Passalacqua: “The PSDI [Italian 
Socialist Democratic Party] Sees Occhetto in Its Future: 
Carigha Designs a Strategy of Attention Toward the 
Communisi “Change of Direction™”’] 


[Text] Milan—From the program meeting now under 
way in Milan, the secretary of the PSDI [Italian Socialist 
Democratic Party] repeats: “a majority summit imme- 
diately to produce a stronger government.” The opening 
to postcommunism does not stop Cariglia from pro- 
posing a strengthening of the present ministenal combi- 
nation up to the end of the parliamentary mandate, even 
through the entrance of Craxi into the government. 


This 1s an explicit attempt to position the PSDI on the 
crest: a party attentive to the new thing that 1s coming 
into existence on the lefi—in order not to deny their 
origins or disappoint hopes—and, at the same time, a 
party faithful to its ministerial appointments and 
responsibilities. But the feeling that comes out of this 
congress sui generis, devoid at least formally of power 
encounters (even the predicted challenge of Giovanni 
Negri, Social Democrat and Radical, resolved itself into 
high praise for the secretary and his policy, together with 
a postscript request for greater consistency in granting 
membership). 1s that in the heads of those who formulate 
policy in the PSDI, the postcommunist “thing” assumes 
grcat importance. 


Do Carigha and his fnends have a strateg*c plan, or is 
this merely a tactical move to set aside a space for 


FBIS-WEL -90-082-S 
27 April 1990 


themselves in the crowded camp of the minor partics? ft 
is hard to say, but i is certain that the future of the PCI 
{Italian Communist Party] ts today at the center of Social 
Democratic interest, with accompanying and reciprocal 
exchanges of compliments. The best picture of this 
Strategy of attentiveness was furnished yesterday 
morning during the debate on “A Possible Left.” At the 
table with Carigha were the Communist Picro Fassino, 
the Republican Paolo Ungar, a constitutional expert, 
and the political analysts Lucio Collett: and Domenico 
Settembrini. It was precisely Fassino who got the most 
applause from the audience of congress delegates. The 
Communist leader, who sketched out the conditions for 
a possie icft, was applauded five times, spontancously 
and not out of courtesy, as compared with the tepidity 
with which Ungan, who ts uncompromisingly pro- 
Atlantic and holds cxtremely caclussonary positions 
regarding Occhetto, was greeted. 


“It 18 necessary to climinate the vice of thinking that we 
can represent the catire left all by ourselves. This 1s the 
illusion that the PCI had in 1975-76, when we were at the 
peak of our votes and the PSI [Itahan Socialist Party] 
was at the bottom of theirs, and everybody thought that 
the left was just the Communist Party. This was also the 
succeeding illusion of the Socialist leadership group. It 1s 
necessary to get md of this vice of totalism.” The 
self-criticism of Fassino gained the applause of a con- 
gress that in good part has experienced to its own hurt 
these “hegemonics.” The Social Democrats like the left 
pictured by the Communist leader: a left that does not 
need hegemoniecs. but not subordination, cithes, one that 
does not ask for the rewriting of history nor for its 
abjuration, but onc that 1s built on the terrain of political 
programs. Fassino \s in agreement on the reform of the 
Staic, which 1s today the battle cry of the Social Demo- 
crats of Cariglia: “It 1s necessary to construct political 
facts that make government of the country by the lefi 


Before Fassino, Colletti had clearly outhned the 
problem: “The necessary condition for a victory of the 
left ts that it succeed in breaking through in the center.” 
Meanwhile, Settembrini had cleared the aw regarding 
several reservations: “If we wait for the whole PCI to 
have the same opinion with respect to NATO, the DC 
[Christian Democratic Party] will remain in the govern- 
ment for another 40 years... It 1s useless to be afraid of 
Ingrao.” It 1s important that Occhetto have the whole 
PC! behind him (otherwise with what numbers is the 
alternative going to be accomplished”), says Settembrini, 
but “the end of blocked democracy ts not in a victory in 
the clections, but rather in the fact that the left is 
showing itself, united or federated, to be taking the first 
step. If the DC then wins once, .« will be just a clarifying 
fact...” 


* Occhetto Says ‘Alternative’ Not To Be Delayed 
WESO0684F Milan L‘UNITA on Italian 18 Mar 90 p 6 


[Unattinibuted report on interview with Achille Occhetto, 
secretary of the ltahan Communist Party, by OGGI, 
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Rome—“In this phase the fundamental problem 1s to get 
away from the claims the two parties on the left make of 


meaning of the political operation launched in Bologna. 
The PCI, he recalls, has had a decisive function in Italian 
history: It has “liberated the country from every kind of 
endemic subversiveness, and brought the masses of the 


PCI we know.” There remains, however, a historncal 
fact: In Italy, “Togliatti prevented any attempt at a 
Communist revolutionary coup such as occurred in 


Now that “a strictly ideological view of the parties is no 
longer applicable, it 1s a matter of taking the best there is 
of the cultural developments that have emerged in this 
century, in order to face the problems thai clearly cannot 
now be resolved by a single cultural and political tradi- 
tion.” Se ee eee Occhetto points 
out, but “a great crucible from which new conceptual 
impulees will be born.” “By freeing ourselves from the 


gn tho Gouagerens of ho quests endonehen. And to 


[Article by correspondents Bocconett: and Pollio Salim- 
beni: “Trentin: “Now There Is a Proposal’; Gardini: 
“What a Lot of Confusion”, first paragraph is L'UNITA 
introduction} 


is a real political proposal.” Del Turco: “Great regard for 
umon , Tecognition of the central role of the 


PSI [Itahan Socialist Party). Bertinott: “The social 
tragedies muted, goals weak.” Thumbs down of Gardini, 
Patrucco more cautious, but he doesn't like the conflict. 


Rome—The president of the Ferruzzi group was the only 
large industrialist present on the first day. Romano 
Prodi was there, but he is now an ex. Gardini arrived 
with his close associate Carlo Sama and listened to 
Occhetto. At first he refused to be interviewed, but then, 
after being assaulted by reporters, he bestowed this: “In 
the speech of the secretary of the PCI [Italian Commu- 
nist Party] | did not find any reference to concrete 
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action. It was all very much, too much, theoretical, so 
confused that one cannot perceive a definite direction in 
it.” 

Everyone knows how Gardini owe Carlo 
Patrucco, one of the vice presidents of Pininfarina, who 
skipped the Bologna opening because he was at the 
automobile salon of Geneva, was loquacious, however. 
And he immediately took a defensive posture: “Occhetto 
is not convincing when he speaks of conflict in terms of 
“pathology.” "With regard to the liberal democratic and 
secular ideas that motivate him, too, he still indulges 
himself too much in dated analyses. The PCI still does 
not understand the radical innovations that took place in 
industry in the 1980's, and, hence,” adds Patrucco, “he 
by the state.“ 


A concept that, in his judgment, denies independence to 
industry. It is not enough to say that regulation is 
necessary; it has to be defined. “When Occhetto insists 
on the need for every worker to be able to choose his own 
role in industry, he makes an old demagogic and retro- 
grade leap.” Tones, as can be seen, entirely to be 
expected. 


Radically different were the comments gathered in the 
heat of the moment from the opposite front, that of the 
unions. In agreement, Trentin and Del Turco. Bertinotti, 
supporter of Motion 2, dissatisfied. Caviglioli, one of the 
promoters of the assembly of reform labor union leaders 
(PSI brand), invites Occhetto to have more political 
courage. Colombo, CISL [Italian Confederation of Trade 
Unions] president of INPS [National Institute of Social 
Security}, was hoping for a real Bad Godesberg. 


However, Eraldo Crea, up until June Marini’s vice, 
applauds with enthusiasm: “This is the first time the 
relationship between a party of the left and a labor 
movement having full and total independence attributed 
to it 1s being positively systematized on a political and 
conceptual hasis.” The leader of the UIL [Italian Feder- 
ation of Trade Unions], Benvenuto, agrees. 


The secretary of the CGIL [Italian General Confedera- 
tion of Labor] says immediately that “up until 6 March 
it would have been possible to follow a course toward a 
proposal based on just a few ideas. Not now. We are 
faced with a true political proposal as to which the 
persons who will intervene and the social elements to be 
included must be established with precision. The distinc- 
tiveness of an operation entrusted totally to the political 
program and to the social element represented by the 
lower ranks of labor is now clear.” 


What convinces Trentin is “a strategy of an alternative 
based on a liberation of working people that up until 
yesterday was being remanded to a distant horizon.” In 
all of this, there emerges forcefully “the full recognition 
of union independence in planning and policy.” These 
are conditions that make us definitively abandon ideas 
of a front nature. “The new fact is that conflict is 
conceived as a determining clement in development, 


dealt with, avoiding the demonization of Craxi and his 
policy. There are also now on the carpet some facts that 
force the PSI to continue with the rethinking initiated by 
Craxi himself on his own political program. This reflec- 
tion was previously hindered by the Communist scare- 
crow around the corner. Today it can be carned on 
tranquilly. 


* Independent Groups Begin To Debate 


* Working Group Meets in Milan 
WESO68SA Milan L’UNITA in Italian 18 Mar 90 p 6 


[Article by Paola Rizzi: “From Milan the First Agenda: 
“Program for the Constituent™; first paragraph is 
L’UNITA introduction} 


[Text] The party form, the cultural tradition of the PCI 
{italian Communist Party), public administration, 
market regulation, schools and universities, sexual dis- 
crimination, umons and industrial relations, municipal 

: These are the chapters of the program 
agenda of the first Milanese committee for the constit- 
vent, which met y morning in the Casa della 
Cultura [House of Culture] of Milan. 
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27 April 1990 


Milan—A “work” meeting dense with subject matter in 
a room full of Milanese intellectuals and professional 


occasion of the change of direction, will begin work in 
the next few weeks on vanious subjects now in the course 
of being determined. For now, says Franco Rositi, there 
is “a list of possibilities.” It is expected first of all that 


strand of thinking involves the fundamental program of 
the new formation and its program a distinction 
to be kept clear and without 10N, 
Salvati, in order to develop on the one side a funda- 
mental program, “almost a manifesto,” which would 


3 


nences “in order to escape from the cultural provin- 
cialism that has characterized the debate up until now.“ 


: 
: 
| 
| 


the constituent phase in a constant encounter with the 
PCI.” 


* ‘Constituent Clubs’ Formed 
QWESO68SB Milan L’UNITA in Italian 18 Mar 90 p 6 


[Article by Fabio Inwink!: “Bologna and Turin: Now the 
‘Clubs’ Enter the Fray”; first paragraph is L"UNITA 
introduction] 

[Text] The constituent is coming to grips with the 
electoral schedule. In Bologna, Franca Serafini, univer- 
sity professor, is among the candidates of the “Guido 
Cavalcanti” (on the left of the clubs) on the “Two 
Towers” slate: “We are not traditional independents, we 
have entered because with Occhetto something has 
changed.” The Turin “club” discusses sunshine rules for 
local bodies. For Luigi) Bobbio and Massimo Negarville, 
it i$ @ return to politics. 
Rome—*“There is one aspect of the recent path Occhetto 
has taken thal seems to me to be the most genuine. It is 
democracy taken as a system of rules: respect for minor- 
ities, not just called for in an abstract way, but tried 
concretely at the congress of Bologna; and, at the same 
time, an assumption of responsibility on the part of the 
majority. This 1s where the proposal for the constituent 
gains authority.” 

Franca Serafina, professor of general pathology at the 
University of Bologna, belongs to the “Guido Caval- 
cant” committee, established in Bologna last November 
a few days after Occhetto's proposal for the new party of 
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the left. In recent days her candidature in the municipal 
elections of 6 May was decided upon, together with three 
other leaders of “Cavalcanti,” on the “Two Towers ” list. 


participation on the list has a different ing from 
what has previously been tned here in with the 
presence of independents of the left. In those cases the 
personality of the independents primarily a 


In Turin the “Club for the Constituent of the Left” is 
only a few days old. There were 300 signatures of support 
in response to the appeal launched some time ago in 
L’ESPRESSO, and almost 100 promoters of the new 


FBIS-WEL-90-082-S 
27 April 1990 


entity. The participation of university professors, peopic 
from the union area (with a strong CISL [Italian Con- 
federation of Trade Unions] clement), and Catholics 1s 


“The administrative elections,” Luigs Bobbio points out, 
“are the first test. Occhetto spoke of the limits the party 
must impose upon itself with regard to society and the 
mstitutions. In thes clection some immdication must be 
given of rules that pul a stop to the current overweening 
power of the parties and to parceling oul practices. And 
let us not forget that here in Turin the deterioration of 
debate in the elective assembles ss particularly strong. 
We feel the need to discuss management im the local 
bodies with the PSI [Itahan Socialest Party)” 


“The constituent proposal and the icft of the clubs.” 
comments Massimo Negarville, “constitute for many of 
us aN incentive to return to politics. Not thal we chose 
not to be involved during recent years. There has been 
activity in the social arca (as in my case on the CISL) and 
in cultural activities. But we feel a need for greater 
proxumity to the institut»ons in order to change politics ~ 


For Negarville, the 6 May deadline presents the new 
clements that have emerged recently with a very short 
penod for development, and nsks having the traditional 
rationales of combinations and division of power prevail 
over the questions of merit that interest the local com- 
munity. “lt is exactly for that reason,” he adds, “that we 
are considering proposals tha! impact on appointments. 
the composition of councils, and contracts. Here. too, we 
are working for an open slate that would make room for 
abilities and permit the formation of an authoritative 
group, whether it participates in governing or 1 located 
im the opposition.” 
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